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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS
RECEIVED ON SUPPLEMENT TO

VENEZIA MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
CITY OF CALEXICO

1. INTRODUCTION

This document responds to public comments received on the Draft Supplemental Mitigated
Negative Declaration (MND) which evaluated focused environmental impacts resulting with
those tevised roadway improvements being proposed for the Venezia project.

2. LIST OF PERSONS, ORGANIZATIONS, AND PUBLIC AGENCIES THAT
COMMENTED ON THE DRAFT MND

The Draft MND was circulated for public review from May 30, 2008 to June 30, 2008. A total
of six comment letters wete received. The following is a listing of the organizations and public
agencies that commented during this public review period.

A Native American Hetitage Commission June 10, 2008
B Department of Toxic Substances Control June 13, 2008
C Impetial Irrigation Disttict June 16, 2008
D Department of Transpostation (Caltrans) June 26, 2008
E Department of Fish and Game, Inland Deserts Region ‘| June 27, 2008
F Governor’s Office of Planning and Research July 1, 2008

3. RESPONSES TO COMMENTS RECEIVED

The following tesponds to public comments received on the Draft MND. Fach letter is
presented and lettered. Comments are bracketed; responses are then provided for each
comment, '



LETTER A
Appold Sohwarreneaoer Governar
NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION oy

916 CAPITOL-MSALL, ROOM 964
BACRAMENTO, GA 85814
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June 10, 2008

JUN | 6 2008
Mr. Armande G, Villa, City Plannar
CITY OF CALEXIGO ETTY OF CALEXICO
606 Héber Avenue DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT
Calexito, CA 82231
Re: |.-f_t 021128: CEQA Notioe of Completion; proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration for the MENBZIA
SUBL i‘ IMIRED-USE DEVELOPMENT and Roadway Mmproventents: Clty o alexico; Impetial Cou
wa=[[1E8 .I_i_
Dear Mr. Villa:

The Native American Heritage Commission I8 the state agency dasignated to protect California’s Native
Amoerican Culturel Resources. The Califamia Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) raquires that any project that
cauges a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource, that includes archasologicat
resourcas, is a ‘significant effect' requiring the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report {(EIR) per the California
Code of Regulations §15084.5(b)(c (CEQA guidelines). Section 15382 of the 2007 CEQA Guldelines defines a
slgnificant impact on the environment as “a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of physical
conditions within-an area affected by the proposed project, including ... ohjects of historic or aesthelic significance.”
in order to comply with this pravision, the lead agency Is raquired to assess whether the project will have an adverse
Impact on these resources within the ‘area of potential.effect (APE), and if so, to miligate that.effect. To adaquatsly
assess the.project-related impacts on historical resources, the Commission recommends tho following action;
¥ Contact the. appropriate Galifornia-Historic Resburces Information Cepter (SHRIS)for ppssible- recgrded.sites’ in

ldGations-wharé:thi-developmatitwitor'ilght ogou.. Contactinformétiontorthe Informatiah Canter nearestyoy is
av;a'ilgble‘fijomjt[jb;Sbét’g"'é’f_ﬂcé of Elistoric Praservaiion (o16/653" 127 8) hitp: (Aravy ohe 6.0a.gov. Thi record
soaich wil. detérmine: v ’ o e " ' o
= Ifa part or the entire APE has beer previously sliveysd for clltural resources.
= Ifany known cultural resources have already been recorded in or adjacent to the APE, A-1
= irthe probability Is low, moderate, or high that cultuial resources are located iin the APE,
= Ifasuivey [s required te determine whether previously unrecorded culturat resources are present,
+ if an archaeologlcal inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report detalling
the findings and recommendations of the records search and field suivey.
= The tinal report containing sife forms, site slgnificance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted
immediately to the planning department. All Information regarding site locations, Native Ametlcan human
remains, and assoclated funeraty objects should be In a separete confidsntiat addendum, and not be made
avaitable for pubic distlosure, ‘
= Thefinal wiitten repoit showld be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the appropriate
reglonal archaeologlcal Information Canter.
V Contactthe Native Amerioan Heritage Commission (NAHC) for:
* A Sucred Lands File (SLF) search of the project area and infotmation on tribal contacts in the project
vichnity that may have additiona! cuifural resource information, Please provide this office with the following
cltation format to asalst with the Sacred Lands Flle search request: USGS 7.5-minuts guadrangle oitation
h name. A seclion: .
e The NAHC advises the use of Native American Monitors, when profession archagologists or the equivalent are
employed by project proponents, in order to ensure proper identification and oare given coltural resources that
--may-be.discoverad.-The-NAHC.recommends that contact-be made-with Native American Contacts.onthe- - -
~aftached ist to'gst thelr input on poténtial projadt Impact (AFE). In some cases, the existence of a Native
Ametican cultural resources may bs known only to a local tibe(s).
v Lack of suiface evidence of archoologioal resaurces does not praclude their subsurface gxistence.
= Lead agencies should Include in their mitigation ptan provisions for the identifieation and evaluation of
accldentally dlscovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) §15084.5 (f).
In areas of Identified archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologlst and a cufturally affiliated Native
American, with knowledge in culiural resdurces, should monitor all ground-disturbing actvities.
s Aculturally-affiliated Native American iribe ay be the ohly source of informstion aboul & Sacred Site/iNative
Ametican cultural resource.
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= Lead agencles should include in their miligation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered atlifacts, tn
cohsultation with culturally affiliated Native Americans.

¥ Lead agencles should Include provisians for discovery of Native American human remains of unmarked cemoteries

in their mifigation plans.
*  CEQA Guidelings, Section 15084.5(d) requires the lead agenoy to work with the Native Amerloans identifled
by this Commission if the inltial Study idenfifles the presence or likkely presence of Native Amerioan human
ramains within the APE. CEQA Guldelines provide for agreements with Native American, ldentiffied by the
NAHC, to assure the appropnate and dignified treatiment of Native Amerlcan human remalis and any associated
grave Ilens

v Health and Safety Cods §7050.5, Publlc Resources Code §5097.98 and Sse, §15084.5 (d) of tire California Code

of Regulations (CEQA Guidelines) mandate procedures to be fellowed, including that construction or excavation be

stopped In thé event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in # lacation ofher than a dedigated cematery

unfll the county coroner or.medical examiner can determine whether the remalns are those of a Native American. .

Note lhat §7052 of the l-!ealth & Safety Code states ihat disturbance of Natlve American cemetenes is a felony.

] gfdar 3 ] 70 of th : lizz )
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Plegse feal froe to contact nre at (016) 663-6251 if you have any questions,

Attachment: List of Native American Contacts

Ce: State Clearinghouse

A-1l



[ .jve American Contacts )

imperial County
June 10, 2008

Manzanita Band of Kumeyaay Natlon
Leroy J. Elliott, Chairperson

PO Box 1302
Boulevard
(619) 766-4930
(619) 766-4957 Fax

Kumeyaay
» CA 91905

Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indlans
Raymond Torres, Chalrperson

PO Box 1160
Thermat

(760) 397-0300
(760) 397-8146 Fax

Cahuilla
» CA 92274

Kumeyaay Cultural Heritage Preservation
Paul Cuero

36190 Church Road, Suite 5
Campo » CA 91906
chalrman @campo-nsn.gov

(619) 478-9046

(619) 478-9505
(619)-478-5818 Fax

Kwaaymit l.aguna Band of Mission indians
Carmen Lucas
P.O. Box 775
Pine Valley

(619) 709-4207

Disgtiano/ Kumeyaay

Diegueno -
+ CA 91962

This list Is current only 28 of the date of thle tfocumant.

Fort Yuma Quechan Indjan Nation
Mike Jackson, Sr., President

PO Box 1899
Yuma + AZ 85366

gitpres@quechantribe.com
(760) 572-0213
(760) 572-2102 FAX

Quachan

Ewllaapaayp Tribal Office
Michael Garcia, Vice-Chalrman/EPA Directd

PO Box 2250 Kumeyaay
Alpine » CA 91803-2250
michaelg@leaningrack.net

(619) 445-6315 - voice

(619) 445-9126 - fax

Quenchan Indian Nation
Bridget Nash-Chrabascz, THPO

P.0. Box 1899 . Quechan
Yuma y AZ 86366

b.nash@quechantribe.com

(928) 920-6068 - CELL
(760) 572-2423

W

Distribution of this ilst does not rellove any person of stalutory responslbl{ity ae defined In Section 7050.6 of the Healib and
Salety Code, Seclion §087.94 of the Public Resources Code and Sectlon 5097.98 of (e Public Resources Code.

This et I8 only applicablo for contacling locat Nallve Americans with regard to cultural resources for the propose
SCH#2005021128; CEQA Notice of Completion; proposed Miigated Negative Declration for the VENEZIA Subdivistory
RMixed Uso Development and Roadway Improvements Projeof; Cily of Calexico; Imporfal County, Callforate.

A-1



RESPONSE. 'TO LETTER A: Native American Heritage Commission; David Singleton,
Program Analyst; June 10, 2008 :

Response to Comment A-1: The letter recommends a series of actions to determine if any cultural
resoutces and/or Native American attifacts could be affected by the project. Discussions in the
Supplemental MND wete based on findings and conclusions contained in the document entitled,
“Archaeological Susvey Report”, prepared by Harris Archaeological Consultants, in April 2006.
HDR environmental consultants also prepared a May 25, 2007 letter: that summarized findings from
the archaeological survey repott. These documents were included in the Supplemental MND and
concluded that the project would not result in any significant impact. A mitigation measute has
been established to ensutre compliance with State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5 and Public
Resources Code Section 5097.98. In addition, the letter also provides a list of Native Ametican
Contacts. The City shall notice these Native American Contacts of any public meetings.



B ol ) |
- @ LETTER B

Department of Toxic Substancés Control

' . Maureen F. Gorsen, Director
Linda $. Adams 5796 Gorporate Avenue

Segretary for
Envirenmeantal Prataction Cypress, Celifornia 90630

warzenegger
arnor
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June 13, 2008
CITY OF CALEX

vV ;Luﬂ' . PLANNING mwsnéﬁo
MO ]
Mr. Rican inojosa Arrd ' .
Planning Director o

City of Calexico .

Department of Development Services, Planning Division
608 Heber Avenue '

Calexico, California 92231

INITIAL STUDY AND PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (ND) FOR
VENEZIA SUBDIVISION (SCH #2005021128) . | :

Dear: Mr. Hinojosa:

The Department.of Toxic Substances Gontrol {DTSC) has received your submitted

- document for the above-mentioned project. As stated In your document: “Approximately | B-1
78 acres of undeveloped farmland located within imperial County have been acquired
for a new subdivision development. The project land uses are planned. for single family -
residential east of Bowker Road and commercial development west of Bowker Road.
The praject is praposed within the City of Calexico's existing sphere of influence.”

Based on the review of the submittéd document DTSC has the following comments:

1) The ND should identify any known or potentially contaminated sites within the
proposed project area. For all dentified sites, the ND should evaluate whether
conditions at the site may pose a threat to human health or the environment.

Following are the databases of some of the regulatory agencies: a
\ ' B-2
e National Priorities List (NPL): A list maintained by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.EPA).

oo -2 Site Mitigation Program Property Database (formery CaiSites): | .
A-Database primarily used by the California Department of Toxic
Substanees:cgntroliz LRI L e e e

® Résburce.cbnsewa{ion ahd _Recover.y Information Systé'r;r'; (FiC,RIS.):
A database of RCRA facilities that Is maintained by U.8. EPA.

@ Panted on Racycled Paper



Mr. Ricardo Hinojosa
June 13, 2008
Page 2

2)

3)

» Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability
Information 8ystem (CERCLIS): A database of CERCLA sites that is
maintained by U.S.EPRA.

* Solid Waste Information System (SWIS): A database provided by the
California Integrated Waste Management Board which consists of hoth
‘open as well as closed and Inactive solid waste disposal facllities and
transfer stations.

¢ Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (LUST) / Spills, Leaks,
lavestigations and. Cleanups (SLIC): A list that is maintained by Regional
Water Quality Control Boards.

° Local Counties and Cities maintain lists for hazardous substances cleanup

sites and leaking underground storage tanks.

¢ The Unitéd States Army Corps of Engineeré, 911 Wilshire Boulevard,
Los Angeles, California, 90017, (213) 452-3908, maintains a list of
Formerly Used Defense Sites (FUDS).

The ND should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation
and/or remediation for any site that may be contaminated, and the government
agency to provide appropriate regulatory oversight. If hazardous materials or

-wastes were stored at the site, an environmental assessment should be

conducted to determine if a release has ocourred. If s0, further studles should
be carried out to defineate the nature and extent of the contamination, and the

- potential threat to public'health and/or the environtant should be evaluated. [t
may be necessary to determine if an expedited tesponse action is required to

raduce existing or potential threats to public health or the environment. If no
immediate threat exists, the final remedy should be implemented in compllance
with-statalaWS, regulations and policies. A

If any property adjacent to the project site is contaminated with hazardous

--chemieals;-and-if-the-propesed-project-is-within-2,000-fest from-a-contaminated... . |.

site, then the proposed development may fall within the ‘Border Zone of a
Contaminated Property.” " Appropriate precautions should be taken prior to
construction if the proposed project is within a Border Zone Property.

B-2

B-3

B-4



Mr. Ricardo Hinojosa

June 13, 2008
Page 3

4)

5)

6)

7

8)

9)

‘.0)

- there are, have been, or will be, any releases of hazardous materials that may
- pose a risk to human health ot the environment.

California Hazardous Waste Control Law (California Health and Safety Code,

ifitis determined that hazardous wastes are or will be generated and the wastes

The project construction may require soil excavation and soil filling in certain
areas. Appropriate sampling is required prior to disposal of the excavated soil.

If the soll Is contaminated, properly dispose of it rather than placing it In another
location. Land Disposal Restrictions (LDRs) may be applicable to these soils.
Also, if the project proposes to Import soli to backfill the areas excavated, proper -
sampling should be conducted to make sure that the imported soil is free of
contaminaﬂon

Human health and rhe environment of sensitive receptors should be protected
during the construction or demolition activities. A study of the site overseen by
the appropriate government agency might have to be conducted to determina If

If it is determined that hazardous wastes are, or will be, generated by the
proposed operations, the wastes must be managed In accordance with the

Division 20, Chapfer 6.5) and the Hazardous Waste Control Regulatlons
(California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Division 4.5).

are (a) stored in tanks or containers for more than ninety days, (b) treated onsite, -
or (¢) disposed of onsite, then a permit from DTSC may be required. {f so, the
facliity should contact DTSC at (714) 484-5423 to Initiate pre-appllcation '
discussions and determine the permitting process applicable to the facllity.

If it is determined that hazardous wastes will be generated, tha facility should

* - obtain a.United States Environmental Protection Agency: Identiﬂcatlan Number by |

oontacting (800) 618-6042,

If during construction/demalition of the praject, soil and/or groundwater
contamination is suspected, construction/demolition. in the area should cease and
appropriate health and safety procedures should be implemented. ifitis
determined that contaminated soil and/or groundwater exist, the ND should

the appropnate government agency to provide regulatory oversrght

|f the slie was used for agricultural or related activities, onsite soils and
groundwater might contain pesticides, agricultural chemical, organic waste or
other related residue. Proper investigation, and remedial actions, if necessary,

B-4

. - ldentify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be conducted, and | .



Mr. Ricardo Hinojosa
June 13, 2008
Page 4

should be conducted under the aversight of and approved by a government
“agency at the site prior to construction of the project.

11)  If weed abatement occurred, ansite soils may contain herbicide residue. If so,
proper Investigation and remedial actions, if necessary, should be conducted at

the site prior to construction of the project. .

12)  Envirostor (formerly-GalSites) is a database primarily used by the California
Dapartment of Toxic Substances Control, and is accessible through DTSC's
website. DTSC can provide guidance for cleanup oversight through an
Environmental Oversight Agresment (EQA) for government agencies, or a
Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA) for private parties. For additional

information on the EOA please see www.disc.ca.goviSiteCleanup/Brownfields, -

or contact Maryam Tasnif-Abbasi, DTSC's Voluntary Cleariup Coordinator, at
(714) 484-65489 for the VCA, ‘

13) In future CEQA documents please ptov%de the contact person’s e-mail address.

]f you have any questions regarding this letter, please contact
Ms. Eileen Khachatourians, Projact Manager, at (714) 484-5349.

Sincerely,

Greg Holmes
Unit Chief :
Brownflelds and Environmental Restoration Program - Cypiess

cc:  See nextpage.

B-4



Mr. Ricardo Hinojosa
June 13, 2008
Page 5

CCl

Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse

P.O. Box 3044

Sacramento, California 95812-3044

Mr. Guenther W. Moskat, Chief .

Planning and Environmental Analysis Section
CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Contiol
P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, California 95812-0806

Mr. Jurg Hurburg

Imperial County Local Agercy Formation Commission
509 South 8" Strest

El Centro, California 92243

- CEQA #2186




RESPONSE TQ LETTER B: Department of Toxic Substances Contiol; Greg Holms, Unit
Chief, Brownficlds and Environmental Restoration, Program, Cypress; June 13, 2008

Response to Comment B-1: The comment assumes that 78 acres of undeveloped farmland will be
acquired to construct a new subdivision development. The commentos mistakenly did not realize
that the City has already approved the overall Venezia project and its discretionaty applications in
2006, including the following improvements: 249 single-family residences; patk facilities and
retention basin; mini-park; commercial; and a commercial retention basin. A MND was prepared
and approved by the City in 2006 which provided the fiecessaty envitonmental evaluations and
cleatances for the overall Venezia project. The Supplemental MND does not evaluate the overall
Venezia land use plan, since it was already envitonmentally cleated and approved in 2006. The
Supplemental MND evaluates the project’s roadway improvements that are being readjusted in
response to the revocation of CM Ranch’s project approvals and its tequited roadway
improvements. In 2006, Venezia was conditioned and sequired to provide specific offsite roadway
impsovements that were predicated upon other roadway improvements to be constructed by the
adjacent CM Ranch project. Since CM Ranch’s project approvals have been tevoked, its toadway
improvements will not be constructed. Accordingly, Venezia’s plans for development and roadway
improvements now tequite tevision and “readjustment”. Those revised Venezia roadway
improvements desctribed in the Supplemental MND are proposed in tesponse to the revocation of
CM Ranch’s project approvals and its requited roadway improvements. Presently, the applicant is
not proposing any changes to its land use plan for the Venezia project.

Response to Comment B-2: The comment recommends that an evaluation of hazards and
hazardous materials be conducted. A Phase 1 Environmental Assessment was prepared in April
2004 by Environmental Data Resoutces for the Venezia project and was incotporated into the
Mitigated Negative Declatation that was prepared and approved for the Venezia project in 2006.
The Phase 1 Assessment and 2006 MND concluded that “The project area is not located on a site
‘that is listed as hazardous materials. The Phase 1 Eavironmental Site Assessment (ESA) report has
concluded that the project area soils and environmental conditions ate below the maximum allowed
thresholds.” The cuttent and historic uses of the site have not changed since the Venezia land use
plan was approved by the City in 2006. Therefore, findings and conclusions from the previously
ptepared Phase 1 Envitonmental Assessment and MND continue to apply to the Supplemental
MND. Further evaluation is not required.

Response_to Comment B-3: The comment recommends that a mechanism be established to
investigate and/or temediate any contamination. As discussed previously, a Phase 1 Environmental
Assessment was prepated in April 2004 by Envitonmental Data Resources for the Venezia project
and was incorporated into the Mitigated Negative Declatation that was prepared for the Venezia
project in 2006. These documents concluded that “The project area is not located on a site that is
listed as hazardous materials. The Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) repott has
- concluded that the project area soils and environmental conditions are below the maximum allowed
thresholds” The cutrent and historic uses of the site have not changed since the Venezia land use
plan was approved by the City in 2006, Those findings and conclusions from the previously
ptepared Phase 1 Bavitonmental Assessment and MND continue to apply to the Supplemental
MND. Therefore, no further investigation and/or remediation of the project site would be required.

Response to Comment B-4: The comments provide guidance and procedures if hazards and
hazardous materials are uncovered during project construction and opetation. In addition, contact
information is also requested. Approptiate decision-makers and staff will be made aware of the
comments to ensure compliance.



LETTER C

MPERIAL IRRICATION DISTRICT

OFERATING HEADQUARTERS + P O. BOX 937 ¢« IMPERIAL, CALIFORNIA 92251

June 16, 2008

. Mr. Armando G. Villa, Director
Davelopment Services
Planning Division

City of Calexico

608 Heber Road, CA 92231

Subject: Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration-Revised Roadway
Improvements for Venezia Project

Dear Mr. Villa:

Imperial Irrigation District's (IID) Water Department reviewed the Negative Declaration,
and provides the following comments:

1) Due to the inability to discontinue water service in the All-American Canal {(AAC),
the best option may be to reconstruct the existing highway crossing as a bridge
The most appropriate alternative will require a thorough review and analysis by
both the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation (USBR) and 11D to ensure continued and
adequate operation and maintenance of the AAC.

2) A permit application must be submitted by both the contractor and Caltrans foi
this facility regardiess of its type of construction.

3) D has forwarded the plans to the USBR as the owners of the AAC. Please
- coordinate with them for this portion of the project.

If you have any questions, please contact mefu: at (760) 339-9260. |

| .Sinéerely,
HN R. KILPS, P.E,
- -SUpeising Englnesr - -
Water Engineering Services
F¥:mr
Ge: Project Management

Supervisor, Real Estate

Superviser, Environmental Compliance
Superintendent, Southend Watar Division
Key Customer Coordinator



RESPONSE TO LETTER C: Imperial Irrigation District; John R. Kilps, P.E., Supervising

Engineer, Water Engingering Setvices; June 16, 2008

Response to Comment C-1: The comments provide input to ensure continued and adequate
operation and maintenance of the All-American Canal. In addition, the comments indicates that a
permit application is requited and that the ovetall Venezia project requires coordination with the
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation. Approptiate decision-makers and staff will be made aware of the
comments to ensure compliance.
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4 . LETTER D

June 26, 2008 11-IMP-098
PM 34.4
Venezia Bstates MND (Supplement)
Mr. Armando Villa
City of Calexico
608 Heber Avenue
Calexico, CA 92231

Dear Mr, Villa:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) received the Draft Supplement to the
Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND -~ SCH# 2005021 128), which includes the proposed SR-
98 & Bowker Road intersection re-alignment. Calirans has the following comments: ‘

The interscotion of SR-98 and Bowker.Road currently éxists 3t  skewed (approximately 45
degroés diagorial).angle. The Bowker Road,access should begligned as close,ds possible to'a
perpendicular (90.degrees) intetsection with SR-98. A perpendicular angle of intersection -
provides a more favorable condition for drivers to judge thé relative position and speed of
intersecting vehicles by decreasing crossing distance. The minintum acceptable design skew for
an intersection is 75 degrees. In order to provide adequate sight distance, mitigation identified in D-1
the Venezia MND proposed to.re-align the intersection.to reduce the skew angle to- the minimum :
value allowed (75 degrees). Therefore, the intersection of SR-98 and Bowker Road shall meet
the minimum design for 4 skewed intersection in accordance with the California Department of

Transportation Highway Design Manual, chapter 400.

The interim improvements at SR-98/Bowker Road are based upon the Phase 1 — Interim
Condition as identified in the MND Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA ~ April 2008). Due to the
physical and funding constraints associated with improving the SR-98/Bowker Road intersection,
the improvements identified in the MIND are considered “interim”. Therefore, this interim
improvement was analyzed to accommodate only the Phase 1- Interim Condition traffic. In order
for the development of Phase 2 of the project, as well as any other development proposals within
the vicinity that will generate additional trips to this intersection, the full improvements at
Bowker/SR-98 and Jade/SR-98 will need to be completed.

Ttis recommenided the City of Calexico and Caltrans enter into a Memotandum of Understanding

(MOU).to define the ultimate SR:98/Jads Avenue,and. SK-98/Botwker,Road improvements, D-2

including a iniplementation schedule specifying.the roles and responsibilities-ofieach party.

Any futog actionis by the City hiot in compliance with. this. MND or the MOU that is.deemsd
detriinental t6 the safety and operational conditions on SR-98 will necessitate a response from
Caltrans. - : o

“Crltrans improves mobillly across California*”



Mr, Armando Villa
June 26, 2008
Page 2

The uvltimate improvements to SR-98 will need to be further studied. Caltrans just recently
completed the SR-98 East Study, which studied widening and corridor tmprovements to SR-98
from SR-111 to SR~7. We will be providing the City a copy of the final SR-98 East Study and
recommend its use as a guide to the development of potential improvements along the SR-98
cortidor. It is also suggested the City begin as carly as possible corresponding with Caltrans on

any future improvement plans,

Any work performed within Calirans right-of-way (R/W) will require discretionary review and
approval by the Department. Current policy allows Highway Improvement Projects costing $1
~million or less to follow the Caltrans incroachment Permit process. Highway Improvement
Projects costing greater than $1 million but less than $3 million would be allowed to follow.a
streamlined project development process similar o the Caltrans Encroachment Permit process.
In order to determine the appropriate permit processing of projects funded by others, it is
recommended the concept and project approva) for work to be done on the State Highway
System be evaluaied through the completion of a Permit Engineering Evaluation Report (PRER).
A PEER should always be prepared, regardiess of the cost of improvements, when new operating
improvements are construcled by the permittee that become part of the State Highway System.
These include but are not limited to, signalization, channelization, turn pockets, widening,
realighment, public road connections, and bike,paths and lanes. After approval of the PEER and
necessary:application and supporting documentation an encroachment permit can be issued.

Highway-Improvement Projects greater than $3 million, or considered complex projects, would
be required to adhere to the full Project Development Process (e.g. Project Initiation Documents,
Project Study Reports and Cooperative Agreements). A Caltrans Distriot responsible unit will
be notified and a project manager will be assigned to coordinate the project approval.

In order to expedite the process for projects sponsored by a local agency or private developer, it
is recommended a PEER be prepared and included in the Lead Agency's CEQA document, This
will help expedite the Caltrans Encroachment Pexmit Review process. The PEER document
forms and procedures can be found in the Caltrans Project Development Procedures Manual
{(PDPM). http://www.dot.ca.gov/hgloppd/pdpm/pdpmn, htm. o
http://'www.dot.ca. gov/hq/traffops/devclopserv/pennits/pdf/formsfPEER“(TRﬁ1 12).pdf

Furthermore, the applicant’s environmental documentation must include such work in their
project description and indicate that an encroachment permit will be needed. As patt of the
encroachment permit process, the developer must provide appropriate environmental approval
for potential environmental impacts to State Highway R/W. Environmental documentation
should include studies or letters from qualified specialists or personnel which address the
potential, or lack of polential, or iipacts to the following resources in state right-of.way:

Biological resources
Archaeological and historic resources
Visual quality
Hazardous waste
Water quality & stormwater
“Caitrans improves mobility across Californta®
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Pre-historic resources
Air quality
Noise levels

Copies of all project-related environmental documentation and studies which address the above-
cited resources should be included with the project proponent's encroachment permit application
to Caltrans for wotk within State R/W. If these materials are not included with the encroachment
permit application, the applicant will be required to acquire and provide these to Caltrans before
the permit application will be accepted. Encroachment permit submittals that are incomplete can
result in significant delays in permit approval. The developer will also be responsible for
procuring any necessary penmits or approvals from the regulatory and resource agencies for the
improvements.

When a property owner proposes to dedicate property to a local agency for Calirans use in
conjunction with a permit project, Caltrans will not issue the encroachment permit until the
dedication is made and the property has been conveyed to the Departiment.

Improvement plans for construction within State Highway R/W must include the appropriate
engineering,information consistent with the state code and signed and stamped by a professional
engineer registered in the State of California. The Department’s Permit Manual contains a listing
of typical information required for project plans. All design and construction must be in
conformance with the Ameticans with Disabilities Act (ADA) requirements.

Additional information regarding encroachment permits may be obtained by contacting the
Calirans Permits Office at (619) 688-6158. Early coordination with Caltrans is strongly advised
for all encroachment permits.

If you have any questions, please contact Leila Ibrahim, Development Review Branch, at (619)
688-6954.

- Sincérely,

Jacob Armstrong, Chief
Development Review Branch

Ce: Bill Damell, Darmell & Associates

“Caltrans itproves mobility across California”
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RESPONSE TO LETTER D: Deparcment of Transportation (Caltrans); Jacob_Atmstrong,
Chicf, Development Review Branch; June 26, 2008

Response o Comment D-1: The comments provide information on the existing SR-98 and
Bowker Road alignments and confirm that proposed improvements described in the Supplemental
MND ate considered “interim”. Approptiate decision-makers and staff will be made aware of the

comments.

Responge to Comment D-2: The comment requests that a Memorandum of Understanding
(MOU) be executed to define the ultimate SR-98/Jade Avenue and SR-98/Bowker Road
improvements. Appropriate decision-makers and staff will be made aware of the comments to

ensure compliance.

Response to Comment I)-3: The comment states that ultimate improvements to SR-98 would
tequite further environmental CEQA evaluation, preparation of a Permnit Engineering Evaluation
Report (PEER), and compliance with the full Project Development Process. As discussed in
Response to Comment D-1, Caltrans confirmed that those improvements being proposed at this
time ate intetim and not ultimate. Appropriate decision-makers and staff will be made aware of the
comments to ensure compliance.

Response to Comment D-4: The comment indicates that application of an encroachment petmit
would requite assessment of environmental issucs. Mr. Jacob Armstrong (Chief, Development
Review Branch), in a July 10, 2008 telephone conversation indicated that those environmental
cvaluations contained in the 2006 Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Venezia project, the
Supplemental MND, and those technical studies included in the two MND documents wete
adequate in evaluating the relevant and applicable environmental issues for Caltrans’ purposes,

Response to Comment D-5: The comments provide information relating to the encroachment
permit application and submittal requirements, and submittal of improvement plans for construction
within the State right-of-way. Appropsiate decision-makers and staff will be made aware of the
comments to ensure compliance.
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DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
infand Deserts Region
78078 Country Cluyb Dr., Ste, 109

Bermuda Dunes, CA 92201 ______________,_.......-———'—-"""“‘?
(760) 200-9419 RECE WVED

June 27, 2008

Armando G. Villa RicQ
s peeirment|

City of Calexico (P {N?ge .
608 Heber Avenue IDEVEL QR SR LETTER E

ETN

Calexico, CA 92231
Re: Mit Neg Dec Venezia Subdivision

Dear Mr. Villa,

The Callifornia Department of Fish and Game (Department) appreciates the opportunity
to camment on the Mitigated Negative Declaration (Mit Neg Dec) for the Venezia
Subdivision project (SCH# 2005021128). The Department has reviewed the above-
referenced project, relative to impacts to biological resources. The project proposes new
commercial and new residential development on a total of 79 acres in Imperial County.
The land, located south of highway 98, currently consists of farmiand and is planned for
annexation to the Gity of Calexico. The project land uses that are planned for single-
family residential are located east of Bowker Road and for commercial are located west
of Bowker Road. The project is proposed within the City of Calexico's sphere of

influence.

The proposed project site is located in potential habitat for the Western Burrowing Owl
(Athene cunicularla). This species is designated as Califorpla Specles of Special
Concern. Section 15380 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires
the lead agency to treat sensifive speciss as though they ware listed, If the specles
meets the criteria for listing described in the section. The Dapartment believes that the
proposed project could further the decline of the above sensitive species. This species
must be treated as though it were listed and appropriate avoldance, mitigation, and
compensation for impacts need to be identified. Unavoidable impacts to the Western
Burrowing Owl should be mitigated through acquisition and protection, in perpetuity, of
high quality biological habitat. In addition, surveys and mitigation should be consistent
with the 1995 Department Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (attached).

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this document. if you have any guestions
pleass contact Mr. Jim Sheridan, Environmental Soientist, at the above phone number.

Sincerely,

e {gm,ﬂ e e

Cralg J Weightman
Acting Senior Environmental Sclentist
Inland Deserts Region

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870
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Stafe of Galifornla

Memorandum

:“Div, Chiefs - IFD, BDD, NED, & WMD bate : October 17, 1995

From

Sukbjeet 2

Reg. Mars, - Regions 1, 2,3,4, &5

Daparimont of Fish and Game

Staff’ Report on Butrowing Owl Mitigation

. T am hereby transmitting the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mifigation for your use in
reviewing projects (California Environmental Quality Act [CEQA] and others) which may affect
burrowing: owl habitat. The Staff Repott has been developed ducing the lnst several months by the
Bovironmental Services Division (BSD) in cooperation with the Wildlife Management Division
(WMD) and regions 1, 2, and 4. It has been sent ot for public review and redrafied as appropriate.

Either the mitigation measures in the staff report may be vsed or project specific measures
may be developed. Alterative project speoific measutes proposed by the Department divisions/regions
or by project sponsors will also be considered. However, such mitigation measures must be
subimitted’ o ESD for review, The review process will focus-on the consistency of the proposed
measyre with Department, Fish and Game Commrission, and fegislative policy. and with laws
regarding raptor species. ESD will coordinate project specific mitigation measure review with WMD.

If you have any questions regarding the réport, please contact Mr. Ron Rempel, Supcrvisiug
Biologist, Environmental Services Division, telcphone (916) 654-9980, )

(OPY vy

C. F. Raysbrook
Interim Director

. Attachment

oc: Mr. Ron Rempel
Department of Fish and Game
Sacramento :



STAFF REPORT ON BURROWING OWL MITIGATION

Introduction

The Legislature and the Fish and Game Commission have developed the policies, standards and
regulatory mandates to protect native species of fish and wildlife. In order to determine how the
Department of Fish and Game (Department) coutd Jjudge the adequacy of mitigation measures
designed to offset impacts to burrowing owls (Speotyte cunicularia; A.0.U. 1991) staff (WMD,
ESD, and Regions) has prepated this report. To ensure complisnce with legistative and
commission policy, mitigation requirements which are cousistent with this report should be
incorporated into: (1) Department comments to Lead Agencies and project sponsors pursnant to
the California Environmental Quality Aot (CRQA); and (2) other authorizations the Depariment
gives 1o project proponents for projects impacting burrowing owls.

This report is dosigned to provide the Department (including. regional offices and divisions),
CEQA Lead Agencies and project proponents the context in which the Environmental Services
Division (ESD) will review proposed project specific mitigation measures, This report also
includes preapproved mitigation measures which have been judged to be consistent with policies,
standards and fegal mandates of the Legislature,. the Fish and Game Commisslon. and the
- Diepartment’s public trust responsibilitios. Jmplementation of mitigation mensures consistent with
this report are intended to help achieve the conservation of burrowing owls and should
compliment multi-speoies habitat conservation planning efforts currently underway. The
Burrowing Owl Survey Protocol and Mitigation Guidelines developed by The California
Burrowing Owl Consortium (CBOC 1993) were taken into consideration in the preparation of this
staff report as were comments from other interested parties.

A range-wide conservation strategy for this species is needed. Any range-wide conservation
stratogy shibuld establish critoria for avoiding the need to list the species pursuant to either the
Californin or federal Endangered Species Acts through preservation of existing habitat, population
oxpansion into foraior habltat, resruitment of young lnto the populatiorn; and other speelfic éfforts.

California’s burrowing owl population is clearly deolining and, if declines continue, the specics
may qualify for listing. Becaise of the intense pressure for urban development within suitable
busrowing owl nesting and foraging habitat (open, flat and gently rolling grasslands and
grass/shrub londs) in California, conflicts betwoon owls and development projects often ocour.
Owl survival oan be adversoly affected by distutbance and foraging habijtat loss even when
- impacts._to. individyal _birds_and._nosts/burcows-_are- avoided. Adequate_information_sbout. the... .
prasence of owls is often unavailable prior to project approval. Following project approval there
is no logal mechanism through which to geek mitigation other then avolidance of occupied
burrows or nests. The absence of standardized survey methods often impedes congistent impact
assessment.



Burrewing QOwl Mabitat Deseription

Burrowing owl habitat can be found in annual and perennial grasslands, deserts, and arid
scrublands characterized by low-growing vegotation (Zarn 1974). Suitable owl habitat may also
include trees and shrubs if the canopy covors less than 30 percent of the ground surface. Burrows
are the essential component of burrowing owl habitat. Both natural and artificial burrows provide
protection, shelter, and nests for burrowing owls (Henny and Blug 1981). Burrowing owls
typically use burrows made by fossorial mammals, such as ground squirrels or badgers, but also
may use man-made structures sych as cement culverts; cement, asphalt, or wood debris piles; or
openings beneath cement or asphalt pavement. '

Occupled Burrowing Owl Habitat

Burrowing owls may use a site for breeding, wintering, foraging, and/or migration stopovers.
Oceupancy of suitable burrowing owl habitat can be verified at a site by detecting a burrowing
owl, its molted foathers, cast pellets, prey remains, eggshell fragments, or exciement at or near
& burtow entrance. Burrowing owls exhlbit high site fidelity, reusing burrows year after yeat
(Rich 1984, Feeney 1992). A site should bo assumed occupied if at least one butrowing owl has
been observed occupying a burrow there within the last threo years (Rich 1984).

CHEQA _Projact Review

The measures included in this report are intended to provide a decision-making process that
should be implemented whenever-there is potential for-an action or project to adversely affect
burrowing owls, For projects subjoct to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the
pracess-begins by conducting surveys-to determine if burrowing owls are foraging or nesting on
or adjacent to the project site. ¥ surveys confirm that the site is aceupied habitdt, mitigation
measures to minimiza impacts to burrowing owls, thelr burrows and foraging habitat should be
incorporated into the CEQA documtent as enforceable conditions. The measures in this document
are intended to conserve the specios by protecting and maintaining viable® populations of the
spogies throughout their range in California, This may often result in protecting and managing
habitat “for the species at sjres away from rapidly urbanizing/developiiig aréas. Projects and
situations vary and mitigation measures should be adapted to fit specific circumstances.

Projects not subject to CEQA. review may have tb be handled separately since the legal authority

the Department has with respect to burcowing owls in this type of situation is often limited. The
burrowing owl is protected from' “take” (Section 3503.5 of the Fish and Gameo Code) but

unoccupied habitat is likely to be lost for activitios not subject to CEQA.

COFGIEGD 2
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Legal Status

The burrowing owl is a migratory species protested by international treaty under the Migratory
Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (16 U.S.C. 703-711). The MBTA makes it untawful to take,
possess, buy, self, purchase, or barter any migratory bird listed in 50 C.E.R. Part 10, including
feathers or other parts, nests, eggs, or products, except as allowed by implementing regulations
(50 C.F.R. 21). Sections 3505, 3503.5, and 3800 of the California Pepartent of Fish and Game
Code prohibit the take, possession, or destruction of birds, their nests or oggs. To avoid violation
of the take provisions of these laws generally requirés that project-related disturbance at active
nesting torvitories be reduced or oliminated duting the nesting oycle (February 1 to August 31).
Disturbance that causes nest abandonment and/or loss of reproductive effort (e.g., killing or
abandonment of eggs or young) may be considered “take” and is potentially ponishable by fines
and/or fmprisonment.

The burrowing owl is a Species of Special Concern to California because of deolines of suitable

habitat and both localized and statewide population declines. Guidelines for the Implementation

of the Californla Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) provide that a species be considered as

endangered or “rare” regardless of appearance on & formal list for the purposes of the CEQA

(Guidelines, Section 15380, subsections b and d). The CEQA. requires a mandatory findings of
significance if impacts to direntencd or endangered specios are likely to ocour (Sections 21001 (),

2103; Guidelines 15380, 15064,-15065). To be legally adequate, mitigation mensures must be

GHPHDIE OF “AvOrdifig Hie inipast alogether by nof Hiking & BARAI Getiol or Pars of ail 4ot
“minithizing impacts by limiting the degree or magaitude of the action and its implementation”;

“rectifying the lmpuot by repairing, rehabilitating or restoring the impacted. environment”; “or
reducing or eliminating the impact over timé by preservation and maintenance operations daring
the lifo of the action” (Guidelines, Skctlon 15370). Avoldance or mitigatlon to reduce fmpacts

to Toss than signifivant lovels must be included in a project or the CEQA lead agency must make

and justify findings of overriding considerations.

Imp_ac_t Assgssment
Habitat Assessiment

The project site and 4 150 moter (approximately 500 f1.) buffor (where possible and appropriate
based on habitat) should be surveyed to assess the presence of burrowing owls and their habitat
(Thomsen 1971, Martiti 1973), If ocoupied habitat is detected on or adjacent to tho site, measures
to avold, minimize, or mitigate the project’s impacts to the species should be Incorporated into

~theprojectincluding - burrow:preconsittotion - surveys 16 ensute avoidance of direct ake: It is
also recommended that preconstruction surveys be conducted if the speciss was not detectod but
is likely to ocour on the project site, '

GDFOIEED 3
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Burrowing Owl and Burrow Surveys

Bun'owmg owl and burrow surveys should be conducted during both the wintering and nesting
seasons, unless the species is detected on the first survey. If possible, the winter survey should
be conducted between December 1 and Januaty 31 (when wintering owls are most fikely to be
present) and the nesting season survey should be conducted between April 15 and July 15 (the
peak of the breeding season). Surveys conducted from two hours before sunset to one hour aﬂer,
or from one hour before to two hours after sunrise, are also preferable.

Surveys should-be conducted by walking suitable habitat on the entire project site and (where
possible) in ateas within 150 meters (approx. 500 f1.) of the praject impact zone. The 150-meter
buffer zone is surveyed to identify burrows and owls outside of the project atea which may be
impacted by factors -such as noise and vibration (heavy equipment, eto.) duting project
construction. Pedestrian survey transects shovld be spaced to allow 100 percent visual coverage
of the ground surface, The distance between transect center lines should be no more than 30
meters (approx. 100 ft.) and should be reduced to account for differences in tercain, vegetation
density, and ground Surface visibility, To effectively survey large projects (100 acres or larger),
two or more surveyors shoold be used to walk adjacent transects, Ta avoid impacts to owls from

surveyors, owls and/or occupied burrows should be avoided by a minimum of 50 meters (approx.
160 ft.) wherever practical. Disturbance to occupied burrows showld be avoided during all
S¢asons,

Definition of Impacts

The following should be considered impacts to the species:

L
]

. Disturbance within 50 meters (approx. 160 fi.) Which may result in
harassment of owls at occupied burrows;

Destruction of natural and artificial burrows (culverts, concrete
slahs and debris pi!es that provide she!ter to burrowing owls); and

Destructuon and/or degradation of foraging habitat adjacent (withm
100 m) of an occupied burrow(s).

Written Report

A teport for the project should be prepared for the Departmsm and copies should be submitted

~to the-Regional-contact-and-to-the-Wildlife Management Division-Bird-and Mammal- Conservation-

Program, The report shonld include the following information:

CODFGLESD 4
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. Date and time of visit(s) including name of the qualified biologist conducting
surveys, weather and visibility conditions, and survey methodology:

° Description of the site including location, size, topography, vegetition
communities, and animals observed during visii(s);

. Assessment of habitat suital:'i]itj,r for burrowing owls;
° Map and photographs of the site;

Results of transect surveys including a map showing the location of all burrow(s)
(natural or artificial) and owl(s), including the numbers at each burrow if present
and tracks, feathers, pellets, or other items (prey remains, animal scaf);

*  Behavior of owls during the surveys;

Summaty of both winter and nesting season snrveys including any productivity
information and a map showing tetritorial boundaries and home ranges; and

° Auny historical information (Natural Diversity Database, Department regional files?
Breeding Bird Survey data, American Birds records, Audubon Society, local bird
club, other biologists, etc.) regarding the presence of burrowing owls on the site.

Mitigation

The objective of these measures is to avoid and minimize impacts to burcowing owls at a project
site and preserve habitat that will support viable owls populations. If burrowing owls are
detected using the project ares, mitigation measures to minimize and offsct the potential impacts
should be included as enforceable measures durlng the CEQA process.

Mitigation agtions should be carried out fiom September 1 to January 31 which is prior to the
Hesting seagoit (Thotiseri"1971; Zami 1974). Since the timlnig of vesdng ctivity may vary with
latitude and climetic conditions, this time frame should be adjusted accordingly, Preconstruction
surveys of suitable habitat at the project site(s) and buffer zone(s) should be conducted within the
30 days prior to construotion to ensute no additional, burrowing owls have established territorios
since the initial surveys. If ground disturbing activities are delayed or suspended for more than
30 days after the provonstruction survey, the site shonld be resurveyed.

—-Although.the-mitigation.measures may.be-included ng-enforcesble.project conditions-in-the CEQA..
process, it may also be desirable to formalize them in & Memorandum of Understending (MOU)
between the Depariment and the project sponsor. An MOU is needed when lands (fee title or
conservation casement) are being transforred to the Depritment,

COFGIESD 5
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Specific Mitigation Measures

1. Ocoupicd burrows should not be distutbed during the nesting season (February 1 through
August 3 1) unfess a qualified biologist approved by the Department verifies through non-
invasive methods that either: (1) the birds have not begun egg-laying and incubation; or
(2) that juveniles from the occupied burrows are foraging independently and are capable
of independent survival, :

2. To offsct the loss of foraging and burrow babitat on the project site, & minimum of 6.5
acres of foraging habitat (calculated on a 100 m {approx. 300 fi.} foraging radius around
the burrow) per pair or unpaired residont bird, should be acquited and permanently
protected. The protected lands should be adjacent to occupied burrowing owl habitat and
at a location acceptable to the Department. Profection of additional habitat acreage per
pair or unpaired resident bird may be applicable in some Tustances. The CBOC has also
developed mitigation guidelines (CBOC 1993) that can be incorporated by CEQA lead
agencies and which are consistent with this staff report. :

3. When destruction of oceupicd burrows is unavoidable, existing unsuitable burrows should
be enhenced (enlarged or cleared of debris) or new burrows created (by installing artificial
burrows) at a ratio of 2:1 on the protected lands site. One example of an artificial burrow
design is provided in Attichment A, '

4. If owls must be moved away-from the-disturbance aréa, passive relocation. techniques (as
described below) should be used ‘rather than teapping. At least one or more weeks will
be necessary to accomplish this and allow the owls to acclimate to alternate burrows.

5. The project sponsor should provide funding for long-term managément and monitering
of the protected fands. The monitoring plan should include success criteria, remedial
measures, and an annual report to the Department,

Impaet Avoidance

If avoidance i3 thé preforited méthod of dealing with poténtial projest imipacts; then to disturbance
should oceur within 50 meters (approx. 160 ft.) of occupied burrows doring the nonbrecding
season of September 1 through January 31 or within 75 meters (approx. 250 ft.) during the
breeding season of February 1 through August 31. Avoidance also requires thet a minimum of
6.5 acres of foraging habitat be permanently preserved contiguous with accuplied burrow sites for
each pair of breeding burrowing owls (with or without dependent young) or single unpaired
resident bird. The configuration of the protected habitat should be approved by the Department.

CRFCIESD . 6
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Passive Relocation - With One-Way Doors

Owls should be excluded from burrows in the immediate impact zone and within a 50 meter
(approx. 160 f.) buffer zone by installing one-way doors in burrow entrances. One-way doots
(e.g., modified dryer vents) should be left in place 48 hours o insure owls have left the burrow
before excavation. Two natural or artificial burrows should be provided for each burrow in the
project area that will be rendered biologically unsnitable. The project area should be monitored
daily for one week to confirm ow} use of burows before excavating burrows in the immediate
impact zone. Whenover possible, burrows should be excavated using hand tools and refilled to
prevent reoccupation. Sections of flexible plastic pipe should be inserted into the tunnels during
oxcavation to maintain an escape route for any animals inside the burrow.

Passi-ve Relocation - Without One-Way Doors

Two natural or artificlal burrows should be provided for each burrow in the praject aree that will
be rendered biologically unsuitable. The projeot area should be tonitored daily until the owls
have relocated to the new burrows. The formerly occupicd burrows may then. be excavated.
Whengver possible, burrows should be excavated using hand tools and refilfed to provent
reoccupation. Sections of flexible plastic pipe should be inserted into burrows during excavation
to maintain an escape route for any animals inside the burow. :

Projects Not Subject to CEQA

The Department is often contacted regarding the presence of burrowing owls on construction
sites, parking lots and-other areas for which thers is no CBQA action’or for which the CHQA
process has been completed. In these situations, the Department should seck to reach agroeniont
with the project sponsor to imploment tho specific mitigation measures desoribed above, If they
are unwilling to do so, passive relocation without the ald of one-way doors is their only option
based upon Fish and Game Code 3503.5. :

COFGAESD 7
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RESPONSE TO LETTER E: Depattment of Fish and Game; Craig J. Weightman, Acting

Senior Environmental Scientist, In_land Deserts Region; June 27, 2008

Response to Comment E-1: The comment assumes that 78 acres of undeveloped farmland will be
acquited to construct a new subdivision development. The commentor mistakenly did not realize
that the City has alteady approved the overall Venezia project and its discretionary applications in
2006, including the following improvements: 249 single-family residences; patk facilities and
retention basin; mini-patk; commercial; and 2 commercial retention basin, A MND was prepared
and approved by the City in 2006 which provided the necessary environmental evaluations and
clearances for the overall Venezia project. The Supplemental MND does not evaluate the overall
Venezia land use plan, sitce it was already environmentally cleated and approved in 2006. The
Supplemental MND evaluates the project’s roadway improvements that ate being readjusted in
tesponse to the revocation of CM Ranch’s project approvals and its requited roadway
improvements. In 2006, Venezia was conditioned and tequited to provide specific offsite roadway
improvements that wete predicated upon other roadway improvements to be constructed by the
adjacent CM Rasnch project. Since CM Ranch’s project approvals have been revoked, its roadway
improvements will not be constructed. Accordingly, Venezia’s plans for development and roadway
improvements now require tevision and “readjustment”. Those revised Venezia roadway
improvements desctibed in the Supplemental MND are proposed in response to the revocation of
CM Ranch’s project approvals and its required roadway improvements. Ptesently, the applicant is
not proposing any changes to its land use plan for the Venezia project.

Response to Comment E-2: The comment tequests that the Western Butrowing Owl and habitat
be surveyed. The document entitled, “Iierrasanta Highway Improvement Project Western
Burrowing Owl Sutvey Calexico, California, which was prepared by HDR Engineering, in April
2006 and included in the Supplemental MND, sutveyed the butrowing owl and its habitat. HDR
also prepared a May 25, 2007 letter that summarized findings from their butrowing owl survey. The
letter was also included in the Supplemental MND. In summaty, HDR conducted a baseline
biological survey and a buttowing owl habitat assessment and sutvey on March 27, 28, 29, and 30,
2006 according to Guidelines presented in the California Depattment of Fish and Game staff report
and the Burrowing Owl Consortium. HDR concluded that the survey area did not support any
active burrows. However, two active butrows which provided nesting habitat for two pairs were
found within the 150-meter buffer. In addition, six paits and one single owl wete observed
inhabiting seven burtows outside the survey area. HDR concluded that “No direct impacts to
biological resources associated with the proposed project are identified putsuant to CEQA. No
active butrowing owl burrows ate found within the project site.” HDR did conclude that the two
paits of owls could be impacted by construction activities. HDR recommended mitigation measures
to alleviate potential impacts to the burrowing owl, HDR concluded that with mitigation measutes,
potential impacts to biological resources would be reduced to “below a level of significance.” ‘These
mitigation measutes are included in the Supplemental MND.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA _ i E
GOVERNOR’S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH ) 4
-, STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT ’fﬂm‘“‘“
ARNOLD SCHWARZEREGGER : CYN‘I‘HD\BRYANT
GoVIRNOR Digucron

- July 1, 2008

City of Calexico
- . G608 Heber Avemue !
- y 1TY OF CAL K i
Calexico, CA 92231 S o ste?om\ém SERVICES DEPARTIENT

o Smcenely,

Armando G, Villa

Subject: Vcnema Subdwismn
SC[—I# 2005021128

Dreai Annandq G. Villa;

The State Clcaunghousa submitted the above named Mitigated Negative Declaration to selected state.
agencies for réview, On the enclossd Document Details Report please note that the Cleasingliouse has
listed the state agencies that reviewed your document. ‘The review period closed on June 30, 2008, and the
commonts from the responding agency (fes) is (are) enclosed. If this contment package is not ift order,

. please notify the Stafe Clearinghouse immediatoly, Please refer to the project’s ten—dxgat State
- Clear mghouse numbe1 n futme Ot Lespondence 80 ﬂmt we may respond plompﬂy

) Please note that Sectlon 21 104(c) of the Cahforma Pubhc Resources Code states that-

“A msponsxble or offier public agency shall only make substantwe conunents regardmg thoso *
activities involved in 2 project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which arc
fequired to be carried out or appmved by the agency.- Those comments shall be suppotted by

* spocific documentatlon »

These comments are fom'arded for use in preparing yowr final cnvironmental document. Should you need

moie information o clarification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the
conmmenting agency directly.
This letter acknowledges that you have complied with the State Clearinghouse roview requiremerts for draft

environmental docurnents, pursuent to the California Envirommental Quality Act, Ploase contact the State
Clearmglmuse at (916)445-0613 if you have any questions 1egaldmg the envnomnental teview process,

ﬂfﬂfm" ,

Terty Roberts
Director, State Clearinghouse

Bnclosutes
ce; Resources Agency

1400 10th Street .0, Box 3044  Sacramento, California 95813-3044
(916) 445-0613  PAX (016) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov
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) Document Details Repor’ )

g State Clearinghouse Data Ba.,
SCH# 2005021128
Project Title  Venezla Subdivision
Lead Agency  Caloxico, City of
Type MND Mitigated Negative Declaration
Description  Atotal of 79 farmiand acreage in the Imperial County are plahned for annexation and subdivision. The
o project s planned for new residential and new commercial development. The planned development
will conslst of 258 single famlly detached units; and 13.21 acres for commearcial usa.
Lead Agency Contact
Name Armando G. Villa
Agency City of Calexico
Phone (760) 768-2108 Fax
emall- :
Address. 608 Hebar Avenue . ‘
City . Calexico _ State CA  Zip 92231
Project Location
"Couhty Imperial
City
- Reglon
Lat/Long
Cross Streets  Highway 98 and Bowker Road
Parcel No. 059.180-31
Township Rango Section Base.
"Proximity to:
- Highways. 98,111
. Alrports
RaIIWays o
Watenvays All American Canal
- Schoofs '
‘Land Use  Site currently vacant with agriculiural uses
' Zonlng: R-1 Singie Family Resldentlal and Commeroial Highway
General Pian: Commerelal and Medium Density Regidential
Project Issues  Archasologic-HMistorlc; Blulogiéal Resources; Traffic/Ciroulation
.Reviewing . Resources Agency; Reglonal Water Quality Control Board, Region 7; Department of Parks and
Agencies Racreation; Native American Heritage Commission; Department of Fish and Game, Reglon 6;
" Department of Water Resources; Department of Consenraﬂon' California Highway Patral; Callrans,
District 11 7
Ve
Date Recelved  05/30/2008 Start of Review 05/30/2008 End of Review 08/30/2008

Note: Blanks in dala fields result from insufficlent Information provided by lead agency. |
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RESPONSE TQ LETTER ¥: Governor’s Office of Planning and Research; Terry Roberts,

Director, State Clearinghouse; July 1, 2008

Response to Comment F-1: No response necessary, The comment notified the City of Calexico
that the Office received the Supplemental MND and bad forwarded the document to relevant State

agencies,
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Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal
Maif to: State Clearinghouse, P, O. Box 3044, Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 (916) 445-0613

For Hand Delivery/Straet Address: 1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 SCH# 2005021128
Project Title: VENEZIA SUBDIVISION
Lead /{gem}yg CITY OF CALEXICO Contact Person: ARMANDO G, VILLA
Muiling Address: 608 HEBER AVENUE Phone: (760) 768-2105
City: CALEXICO Zip: 92231 County: IMPERJAL
Projoct Location: County:IMPERIAL . CityMNearest Community:CALEXICO
Cross Strests: HWY 98/BOWKER ROAD - Zip Code: 92231
Lat. / Long.: ° ' "N/ ° ! "W Totaf Acres: 78,31
Assessor's Parcel No.: 068-180-31 Section: Twp.: : Range: Base:
Within 2 Miles:  State Flwy # HWY 98 & HWY 111 Waterways: ALL AMERICAN CANAL
Adwports: NIA Railways; N/IA Schools: N/A
Document Yype:
CEQA: 7] nor [} Draft BIR NEPA: [] NOI Other: [ Joint Document '
{"1 BEaily Cons 7] Supplement/Subsequent BiR '] BA ] Pinal Doouinent
[L] Neg Dec {Prior SCH No.) [] Draft IS [ Other
Mit Neg Dec Other Supplemental to MND [} ronsI
L.ocat Actlon Type:
[l General Plan Update 2] Specific Plan [C] Rezone ] Annexation
] General Plan Amendment . ] Master Plan ] Prezone ] Redevelopment
] Gencral Plan Element 7] Planned Unit Development [ Use Pormit [} Coastal Permit
1 Community Plan [1 Sito Plan Land Division (Subdivision, ete.) [ Other
Devsiopment Type;
Residential: Units 250 Acres?8 [] Water Hacilities: Type MGD
] Office: Sq.f . Actes Employees ] Teansportation: Type
Commercial: Sq.ft. Acros 12.61 _ Employees [ Mining: Mineral
[ nduswial:  Sq.ft. __ Acves Employees_______ [ Power: Type MW
[C] Bducational [} Waste Treatment:Type MGD
] Recreational - L] Hazardous Waste; Type
[C] Other:

Project Issues Dlscussed in Document:

M Aesthetic/Visual ] Fiscal [ Recreation/Parks "} Vegetation
[7] Agrieuleurat Land "1 Flood Plain/Flooding [ Schools/Universitics ] Water Quality
(] Alr Quality : _] Forest Land/Fire Hazard ] Septic Systems [ | Water Supply/Groundwater
Archeological/Historienl [ Geologic/Seismic [ Sewer Capacity [ ] Wettand/Riparian
Biological Resovrces [ ] Minerals [ Soil Exosion/Compaction/Grading {_] Wildlife
] Coastal Zone (] Noiso [} Solid Waste [_] Growth Inducing
[CJ Drainage/Absorption "] Population/Housing Balance ] Toxie/Hazardous [} Land Use
M EconnEa]inJobs [ Public Services/Facilities Traffie/Circulation [} Cumivlative Effects
Other ,

Present Land UsefZoning/General Plan Designation: SITE CURRENTLY VACANT WITH AGRICULTURAL USES, ZONING IS R-1 SINGLE
EAMILY RESIDENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL HIGHWAY, THE GP DESIGNATION IS COMMERICIAL AND MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL.

.-....-.-._..__...........-..._..._._.m..-___._._.._..-....-_____..__....-.__..m-——.—..-._.-.......,.,.-—_...._...

A TOTAL OF 790 FARMLAND ACREAGE IN THE IMPERIAL COUNTY ARE PLANNED FOR ANNEXATION AND SUBDIVISION, THE
PROJECT 1S PLANNED FOR NEW RESIDENTIAL AND NEW COMMERGIAL DEVELOPMENT. THE PLANNED DEVELOPMENT
WILL CONSIST OF 259 SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED UNITS; AND 13.21 ACRES FOR COMMERCIAL USE.

Note: The state Cloaringhouse will assign identification nambers for st new projocts. 1fa SCH number alveady exists for a January 2008
projeot {e.g. Notlce of Preparation or pievious draft docunient) please il in,
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Reviewing Agencies Checklist

Lead Agencies may recommend State Clearinghouse distribution by marking agencies below with and "X",
If you have already sent your document to the agency please denote that with an "S",

____. Air Resources Board _____ Office of Historic Preservation

. Bonating & Waterways, Department of _____ Office of Public School Construction
2(___ California Highway Patrol X Pparks & Recreation

S Caltrans District #11___ ______ Pesticide Regulation, Department of
_____ Calirens Division of Aeronautics _____ Public Utilities Commission

_____ Caltrans Planning (Headquarters) - Reclamation Board

_______ Coachella Valley Mountains Conservancy X Regional WQCB # 7____

____ Constal Commission X Resources Agency

X Colorado River Board . S.F.Bay Conservation & Development Commission
X . Conservation, Department of . San Gabriel & Lower L.A. Rivers and Mtns Conservancy
_____ Corrections, Department of . San Joaquin River Conservancy

__ Delta Protection Commission _____ Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
______ Education, Department of ____ State Lands Commission

____ Energy Commission ______ SWRCB: Clean Water Grants

X Fish & Game Region #8_____ . SWRCB: Water Quality

_____ Food & Agriculture, Department of _____ SWRCB: Water Rights

_____ Forestry & Fire Protection ______ Tahoe Reglonal Planning Agency

______ General Services, Depariment of _____ Toxic Substances Control, Department of
X Health Services, Department of ‘X Water Resources, Department of

X Housing & Comniunity Development

. Integrated Waste Management Board Other

X Native American Heritage Commission Other

Office of Emergency Services

Local Public Review Poriod (to be fillad In by lead agency)

Starting Date 05/30/2008 Ending Date 06/29/2008

Lead Agency {Complete if applicable):

Consulting Firm: CITY OF CALEXICO Applicant:
Address: 808 HEBER AVENUE Address:
City/State/Zip: CALEXICO, CA.92231 City/State/Zip:
Contact: ARMANDO G. VILLA, DIRECTOR Phone:

Phone: (760) 768-2105 A
R TS =
Signature of Lead Agency Representative: . Date: - &C-28-08

Authority cited: Segtién 21083, Public I;lesoufééé Code Referef;[::e: Secnon 21161, Public Resources Code '




EITY OF CALEKICO

608 Heber Avenue
Calexico, CA 92231
Tel: 760.768.2105
Fax: 760.357.7862

www.calexico.ca.gov

I]epar’fmem of Development Services

Administration - Building Safety - Code Enforcement - Engineering - Planing

May 30, 2008

Bureau of Reclamation

Lower Colorado Regional Office
Calexico Public Library (Public Review Document)
Calexico Unified School District - Agustin Ramirez
Caltrans, District 11,

Planning Division Mail Station 450 - Jacob Armstrong
Departnent of California Highway Patrol,

El Centro Area — R.E. Jones
Department of Conservation - Dennis O Bryant
Departiment of Fish and Game

Eastern Sierra/ Inland Desert Region — Kim Nichols
Department of Toxic Substance Control

Region 1 — Greg FHolmes

Department of Water Resources
Division of Dam Safety -- David A. Gutierrez

Heber Public Utility District - John A. Jordan
Imperial County APCD - Monica Soucier
Imperial County Department of Agriculture
Imperial County Fire/OES - Captain Johnny M. Romero
Imperial County LAFCO - Jurg Heuberget
Imperial County Office of Education - Fernando O. Garcia
Imperial County Planning and

Development Services — Darrel Gardner
Imperial County Sheriff — Jesse Obeso
Imperial Irrigation District - John Kilps
The Gas Company
USEFWS — Carol Roberts or Pegpy Bartels

Re: Public Review Notice of Supplement to Mitigated Negative Declaration for Venezia Subdivision (SCH #

2005021128)

Agency Representative:

Enclosed please find a draft Supplement to a previously prepared Mitigated Negative Declaration for the Venezia
Subdivision for your review and comment, If you, as a responsible agency, have any specific concerns regarding the
preparation of the Supplement Mitigated Negative Declaration, please submit your comments to this office no later
than June 29, 2008 so that your concerns may be reflected on the document.

Your coopetation is greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

Director of Planning & Development Services S

Enclosures




Bureau of Reclamation

Lower Colorado Reg. Office
P.C. Box 61470

Boulder City, NV 89006-1470

Jacob Armstrong

Caltrans, Dist. 11

Planning Division Mall Station 450
450 Taylor Street

San Diego, CA 92110

Kim Nichols

Department of Fish & Game
Eastern Sierra/Inland Desert Region
78078 Country Club Lane, Ste. 109
Bermuda Dunes, CA 92203

John A. Jordan, General Manager
Heber Public Utility District

P.O. Box H

Heber, CA 92249

Captain Johnny M. Romero
Imperial County Fire/ OES
1078 Dogwood Rd., 101
Heber, CA 92249

Darrel Gardner

Imperial County Planning and
Development Services

801 Main Street

El Centro, CA 92243

The Gas Company
1981 W. Lugonia Avenue
Redlands, CA 92373

Calexico Library

(Pubtic Review Documenis)
850 Encinas Avenue
Calexico, CA 92231

R.E. Jones, Captain

Dept. of California Highway Patrol
El Centro Area

2331 Highway 86

Imperial, CA 92251

Greg Holmes

Department of Toxic Substance Control
Region 1

8800 Cal Center Drive

Sacramento, CA 95826

Monica N. Soucier
Imperial County APCD
150 9th Street

Et Centro, CA 92243

Jurg Heuberger, AICP
Imperial County LAFCO
1122 State Street, Suite D
El Centro, CA 92243

Jesse Obeso

Imperial County Sheriff
PO BOX 1040

El Centro, CA 92243

Carol Roberts or Peggy Bartels
USFWS

6010 Hidden Valley Road
Carlsbad, CA 92011

Agustin Ramirez

Calexico Unified School District
900 Andrade Avenue

Calexico, CA 92231

Dennis O’Bryant
Department of Conservation
801 K Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

David A. Gutierrez, Chief
Department of Water Resources
Division of Darn Safety

1416 Ninth Street

Sacramento, CA 94236

Imperial County Dept. of Agriculture
150 S. 9th Street
El Centro, CA 92243

Fernando O. Garcia

Imperial County Office of Education
1398 Sperber Road

El Centro, CA 92243

John Kilps

Imperial Irrigation District
333 E. Barioni Bivd.
Imperial, CA 92251



DRAFT SUPPLEMENT TO MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

VENEZIA SUBDIVISION
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UANO. 2003-73

REVISED ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS
FOR VENEZIA SUBDIVISION PROJECT

Prepared By:

Crry Or CALEXICO
PLANNING DI1VISION
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

DEPARTMENT
608 Heber Avenue
Calexico, CA 92231

MAY 2008
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I. INTRODUCTION
A. PURPOSE

This document is a Supplement to the 2005 document entitled, “Mitigated Negative Declaration Venezia,
Annexation, General Plan Amendment, Zone Change, and Tentative Tract Map”, that was prepared by
Development Design and Engineering (under the supervision of the City of Calexico) and which was
approved by the City of Calexico in 2006 for the Venezia Subdivision project, and its applications for
Annexation, General Plan Amendment, Zone Change, and Tentative Subdivision Map approval. In
2005, another applicant, CM Ranch proposed another residential development near the Venezia project
site. The 2005 Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) environmentally cleared and evaluated the Venezia
project based on the proposed development of the CM Ranch project. In February 2008, the City of
Calexico City Council adopted Ordinance 1067 which officially revoked all approvals of the CM Ranch
project and its required roadway improvements. This Supplemental MND addresses and evaluates those
changes to the 2005 MND that have resulted due to the revocation of City approvals of the CM Ranch
project.

B. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT REQUIREMENTS

As allowed by Sections 15162 and 15164 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines, an approved Mitigated Negative Declaration may be amended if certain conditions were
satisfied. The following piovides those sections from the CEQA Guidelines that suppotts preparation of
this Supplemental MND.

“15162. Subsequent EIRs and Negative Declarations

{2) When an EIR has been certified or a negative declaration adopted for a project, no subsequent EIR
shall be prepared for that project unless the lead agency detetmines, on the basis of substantial evidence
in the light of the whole record, one ot more of the following:

(1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions of the previous EIR
or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantal
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

(2) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken
which will require major revisions of the previous EIR or Negative Declaration due to the involvement
of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified
significant effects; or

(3) New information of substantial importance, which was not known and could not have been known
with the exetcise of reasonable diligence at the time the previous BIR was certified as complete or the
Negative Declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:

{A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR of negative
declaration;

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the previous
EIR;

(C) Mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible, and
would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the project ptoponents
decline to adopt the mitigation measute or alternative; or

(D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the
ptevious EIR would substantally reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but the
project proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measute or altetnative.

3



3 .)

(b) If changes to a project or its circumstances occur or new information becomes available after
adoption of a negative declaration, the lead agency shall prepare a subsequent EIR if required under
subdivision (a). Otherwise the lead agency shall determine whether to prepare a subsequent negative
declaration, an addendum, or no further documentation.

(c) Once a project has been approved, the lead agency's role in project approval is completed, unless
further dlscretionary approval on that project is required. Information appeating aftet an approval does
not require teopening of that approval. If after the pro]cct is approved, any of the conditions described in
subdivision (a) occurs, a subsequent EIR or negative declaration shall only be prepared by the public
agency which grants the next discretionary approval for the project, if any. In this situation no other
tesponsible agency shall grant an approval for the project until the subsequent EIR has been certified or
subsequent negative declaration adopted.

(d) A subsequent EIR or subsequent negative declaration shall be given the same notice and public
review as required under Section 15087 or Section 15072. A subsequent EIR or negative declaration shall
state where the previous docutnent js available and can be reviewed.”

#16163. Supplement to an EIR (Mitigated Negative Declaration)

() 'The lead or responsible agency may choose to prepare a supplement to an EIR (Mitigated Negative
Declaration) rathet than 2 subsequent EIR (Mitigated Negative Declaration) if:

(1) Any of the conditions desctibed in Section 15162 would requite the preparation of a subsequent
IR, and

(2) Only minor additions o changes would be necessary to make the prcv1ous FEIR adequately apply
to the project in the changed situation.

() The supplement to the EIR (Mitigated Negative Declaration) need contain only the information
necessary to make the previous EIR (Mitigated Negative Declaration) adequate for the project as
revised.”

The City of Calexico’s tevocation of CM Ranch’s project approvals and those offsite roadway
improvements now proposed for the Venezia project are considered a “changed situation™ and “minor
additions ot changes”, thetefore, it is concluded that the proposed Venezia roadway improvement plans
will not result in any new significant eavironmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effects. When Venesia was originally approved by the City in 2006, the
project was conditioned and required to provide specific offsite roadway improvements that were
predicated upon other roadway improvements to be constructed by CM Ranch collectively. Since CM
Ranch’s project approvals have been revoked, those required roadway improvements for CM Ranch will
not be constructed. Venezia’s plans for roadway improvements, therefore, now require revision. Those
revised Venezia roadway improvements described in this document are proposed in response to the
revocation of CM Ranchs project apptovals and its required roadway improvements. Those
aforementioned “changed situation” and “minor additions or changes” are not considered “substantial”.
The Venezia icant is not proposing an; se. changes to their project. Instead, the applicant is
merely “teadjusting” its roadway improvement plans to better serve the Venezia project, since CM Ranch
will no longer be constructed. Therefore, it is concluded that a Subsequent Mitigated Negative
Declaration is not required. Instead a Supplement to the osiginal Mitigated Negative Declaration will be
prepated. ‘Those revised Venezia roadway improvements desctibed in this document are considered
“minor additions ot changes” to the original Venezia plans and therefore, prepatation of a Suppletmental
Mitigated Negative Declaration is deemed ‘appropriate to envuonmcntally clear the revised Venezia
roadway improvement plans. CEQA provides authority for the Supplement to only address and evalvate
those specific environmental impacts and changes resulting with the revised Venezia roadway
improvements. All other evaluations of resultant environmental impacts associated with the Venezia
project would continue to be provided with the original Mitigated Negative Declaration that was
approved by the City in 2006.



The City of Calexico City Council is designated the Lead Agency, in accordance with Section 15050 of
the CEQA Guidelines. The Lead Agency is the public agency which has the principal responsibility for
approving the necessary environmental clearances and analyses for any project in the City. The City
Council shall approve this Supplemental MND. In addition, this environmental document will be
utilized by the State Department of Transportation (Calttans) to provide the necessary environmental
clearance and evaluations to review and approve any future Encroachment Permit request necessary for
the proposed project. Caltrans is designated a Responsible Agency.

. INTENDED USES OF SUPPLEMENTAL MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

This Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration is an informational document which is intended to
inform City of Calexico decisionmakers, other responsible or interested agencies, and the general public
of potential envitonmental effects of the proposed project. The environmental review process has been
established to cnable public agencies to evaluate envitonmental consequences and to examine and
implement methods of eliminating ot reducing any potentially adverse impacts. While CEQA requites
that consideration be given to avoiding environmental damage, the City of Calexico (Lead Agency) and
other responsible public agencies must balance adverse environmental effects against other public
objectives, including economic and social goals.

In addition, this environmental document will be utilized by the State Depattment of Transportation
{Caltrans) to provide the necessaty environmental cleasance and evaluations to review and approve any
future Encroachment Permit request necessaty for the proposed project.

This Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration and Notice of Availability and Intent to Adopt
prepared for the Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration will be citculated for a period of 30 days
for public and agency review. Comments received on the document will be considered by the Lead
Agency before it acts on the revised Venezia roadway itnprovements.

. SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSES

This document is prepared to satisfy the CEQA needs of the City of Calexico and Caltrans. The City of
Calexico is amending its previous approval of the Venezia project by revising specific mitigation
measutes contained in the document entitled, “Mitigated Negative Declaration Venexia, Annexation,
General Plan Amendment, Zone Change, and Tentative Tract Map”, prepated by Development Design
and Engineering (under the supervision of the City of Calexico), in 2005. As discussed, when Venezia
was otiginally approved by the City in 2006, the project was conditioned and tequired to provide specific
offsite roadway improvements that were predicated upon other roadway improvements to be constructed
by CM Ranch. Since CM Ranch’s project approvals have been revoked, those roadway improvements
required for CM Ranch will not be constructed. Venezia’s plans for roadway improvements, therefore,
required revision or “readjustment”. Those revised Venezia plans and roadway improvements described
in this document are proposed in response to the tevocation of CM Ranch’s project approvals. A new
traffic study has been prepared to evaluate potential impacts resulting with these revised or readjusted
uaffic improvements, entitled, “Traffic Study for Venezia Mixed Use Development”, prepared by
Darnell and Associates, in April 2008.

Caltrans, dusing its March 26, 2008 meeting with the City of Calexico, requested that any biological
and/or cultural resources Jocated within those offsite areas along SR-98 that would be covered by any
future Encroachment Permit also be discussed. ‘Technical analyses were conducted to address these
patticular issues. Biological resources were evaluated in the document entitled, “Tierrasanta Flighway
Improvement Project Western Butrowing Owl Survey Calexico, California”, prepared by HDR
Engineefing, it Aptil 2006.” Cultural resources were evaluated in the document entitled, “Archaeological
Survey Report”, prepated by Hartis Archaeological Consultants, in April 2006. The teaffic study,
burrowing owl sutvey, and archacological sutvey report ate included in this document as Appendix A to
C, respectively,



As discussed in the previous sections, CEQA indicates that Supplemental Mitigated Negative

Declarations “need contain only the information necessary to make the previous EIR (Mitigated Nepative
Declaration) adequate for the project as revised.”

Therefore, for putposes of this document, the following issues shall be evaluated:
¢  Revision of those traffic mitigation measures required with the previous 2005 MND.

o Discussion of potential biological resources within those offsite areas along SR-98 that could be
covered by any future Caltrans Encroachment Permit as a result of roadway widening and
construction.

e Discussion of potential cultural resources within those areas along SR-98 that could be covered by
any future Caltrans Encroachment Permit as a result of roadway widening and construction.

It has been determined that those other environmental issues previously evalvated in the 2005 MND do

_not require updated discussions in this document. Presently, the proposed land uses of the Venezia
project are pot being amended. The project will continue to provide 249 single-family units, park
facilities and retention basin, a mini-patk, commercial uses, a commercial retention basin, and other
related improvements, which is the same project proposal that was previously approved by the City and
envitonmentally cleared in the 2005 MND. Fusthermore, the proposed project will be developed on the
same project site. Therefore, those environmental issues and previous environmental evaluations that
were based on the particular location of the project site and on those particular land uses and densities
being proposed by the Venezia project will not be changed or altered, and therefore, do not require
further discussion ot updated evaluation in this document. The following environmental issues do not
require further evaluation in this document. :

Aesthetics

Agticulture Resources

Air Quality

Geology and Soils

Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality
Land Use and Planning

Mineral Resources

e © & &

Noise

Population and Housing

e  Public Services

e Recreation

o Utilities and Service Systems

. CONTENTS OF THIS DOCUMENT

This document is organized to facilitate 2 basic understanding of the existing setting and environmental
implications of the proposed project.

L. INTRODUCTION presents an introduction to the entire report. This section discusses the
environmental process, scope of environmental review, and intended uses of this document.

1L PROJECT DESCRIPTION describes the project location and proposed project.

1. ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS provides updated evaluations for traffic, biological resources,
and cultural resources.



) )
IV. MANDATORY FINDINGS preseats Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with
Section 15065 of the CEQA Guidelines. , '

V. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED identifies those persons consulted and
involved in preparation of this Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration.

VI. REFERENCES lists bibliographical materials used in preparation of this document.



I1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
A. PROJECT LOCATION AND SETTING

"The Venezia project site encompasses approximately 78 acres and is generally rectangular in shape and is
located at the corner of Bowker Road and SR-98. 'The All American Canal forms the northern boundary
of the project site. Offsite traffic improvements to SR-98 are also required to setvice the overall Venezia
development and project site. Refer to Bxhibit 1 for a location map of the Venezia project site and the
segment of SR-98 that must be improved along with the Venezia project. The Venezia project site is
presently undeveloped and primatily in agriculture. Surrounding ateas are also undeveloped. Figure 1
presents a Vicinity Map of the Venezia project site.

B. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND BACKGROUND

The original Venezia project and requested discretionary applications were submitted to the City on April
2004. A revised plan was later submitted in January 2005. In January 2005, the Planning Commission
conducted an Initial Study hearing and detetmined that the project qualified for preparation of a
Mitigated Negative Declaration. Consideration to approve the Final MND was continued over an
extended period to further evaluate and provide appropriate mitigation for the following impacts: street
access, school impacts, water/sewer capacity and setvice, and consistency with surrounding anticipated
development. In February 2006, the Planning Comimission recommended approval of the Venezia
project and the requested discretionary applications. The City Council, in March 2006, approved the
Venezia project and the requested discretionary applications. Additionally, the applicant concluded all
required steps through the LAFCO process. The project was subsequently officially annexed to the City
of Calexico in August 2007.

When the City approved the Venezia project and its discretionary applications in 2006, the project
_ proposed the following:

s 249 single-family residences

o Park facilities and retention basin
e Mini-park

e Commercial

[

Commercial retention basin

Tn addition, the project proposed and was conditioned to provide roddway improvements to SR-98,
Bowker Road, and Jade Avenue. Figures 2 and 3 present the residential and commercial site plans fot
Venezia, respectively.

As discussed, when Venezia was originally approved by the City in 2006, the project was conditioned and
required to provide specific offsite roadway improvements that were predicated upon other roadway
improvements to be constructed by the adjacent CM Raach. Since CM Ranch’s project approvals have
been tevoked, its roadway improvements will not be constructed. Accordingly, Venezia’s plans for
development and roadway improvements now requite revision and “readjustment”. Those revised
Venezia plans and roadway improvements described in this document ate proposed in response to the
revocation of CM Ranch’s project approvals and its required roadway improvements.

Presently, the applicant is not proposing any changes to its land use plan for the Venezia project. The
project’s roadway improvements are being readjusted in response to the revocation of CM Ranch’s
project apptovals aid its requited roadway fmprovements. “Acdoidingly, those conditions of approval
and mitigation measures that wete approved with the Venezia project in 2006 must now be revised
similarly with those readjusted roadway improvements that must now be provided with the Venezia
project. These tevised conditions of approval and mitigation measures will require review and approval
by the City’s Planning Commission and City Council. 'This document is prepared to provide the



PIZANAA ¥OA SINGWHAOYIWI AV AMAY0d daSIATY

dVIN ALINIOTA
| 1HNNO

q% gQq #omos

!
NOLIVNY3IN =

_ . .om
o N A = LR S
N == ========ccn

B

U

= L]

ooHss Ho L4 |

* Q0PN 1M
86 AMH JiYIS i

)
()
=
2
—df
Al
3
O
s
)
o
2k

L2

..u(.Lm-.wmvn.nﬁim...a.ﬂt.bﬁ.;l.rh;ﬁa..»ﬂ...n&»»ﬁ,hel%uw@nd.ia..l{..sr..nrl.aA.q.ﬁrf:b.}l....r.\.ﬂ..wﬁ_\.....»....?3,.;5..ﬂ...imm,\.mm,\l...l.l.lmlk.«.in..;la,«1l...»h_.{.uwhrrow{.irl.l.yi\...%_..‘mr.mue.......,mh.l...,.lal.b.umlﬂll,|.n.r.ﬂ»l.‘,aim.nnﬁ.,..ue.|..qh.l.etﬁwfuwmw.awwafﬂ..umﬁm\ﬁ.u.,‘C;
. .. . .s. ‘. . : w r. .4 a



VIZANHA ¥OA SINFWAAOAINI AVMAYOd AASIATY

NVId 41IS TVIINHAISHY VIZANIA

¢ JANDIA

SITRIC0SSY P [SWB(] ROTACS

HAY 20w

n

POWKER

271 ¢# EBL
N'lﬂ
- AW
SN
. //////\M 8
o s TREN S - //‘\ﬂ\m\.
_ /“,,_U!
= “_ﬁw_ll.
# g “m“.l"t.
P B
S § [
e
e
< Hinn
| L
-
] m |
%
™



VIZANTA S04 SINAWAAOCYINI AV ATV OY dHSIAHY
NVId ZLIS TVIDUZNINOD VIZHNHA
¢ 40018 |

SYEPOSSY ) PR auumom,

G

. CRILIOHED ‘QOXSED ;
pEOY ISHMOT 7 96 ARMUSIH: -

7 e ] : 0
um. ol X Oor G oot & L_ H —P
=1 =T
L Ll
i
S ALNIOIA

By canntse O
008 00 J5NE
B aoodine 8
BOTL INEMSE ©
0L LpamisR
HOEE SR &
2000 A0 M
] o o
o BYEE (8
2% sugonn ¥

pricyyga ) g
SECONART) STIISHS GG MADL

e T
e EMERco 38
B YEHY DRCTHE ML
G VERY TSN
AT A




TR

Spamee Aersl Lonisna, 2004 | Yhe

i
R

—2 Survey Routes, EP and AW 03/27/06

g

————

Project Area Buffer

D Active Construction
E75 Developed -

L

- Sources HDR
FIGURE 4

SURVEY AREA

REVISED ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS FOR VENEZIA




necessary environmental clearance for the readjusted roadway improvements. In addition, Caltrans is a
tesponsible agency to this document, since roadway improvements to SR-98 are required to
accommodate the Venezia project; future issuance of an Bncroachment Permit will be required by
Caltrans,

"The following describes the readjusted roadway improvements which atre being proposed in two phases:

Pbase 1 - Interim Condition

These improvements will be provided at the intersection of SR-98 and Bowker Road, within the existing
canal undercrossing and will correct the existing non-standard intersection geometry. Presently, Bowker
Road intersects SR-98 at approximately 45 degrees. Bowker Road will be re-aligned within the vicinity of
this intersection to teduce the exiting skew angle to the minimum value allowed in the Highway Design
Manual, which is 75 degrees. By re-aligning Bowker Road, adequate sight distance from the intetsection
will also be maintained. SR-98 and Bowker Road will be improved to the following:

e SR-98: Total 100-foot existing right-of-way width, with two 12-foot through lanes, a 12-foot lefi-tnrn
lane, and two eight-foot shoulders. SR-98 will be widened west of Bowker Road for a width of 12
feet to provide a tight-turn lane for eastbound traffic approaching Bowker Road. The project will be
responsible for providing ultimate half-width right-of-way on SR-98 along the project’s frontage in
accotdance with Caltrans requirements.

¢ Bowker Road: Total 60-foot right-of-way, with two 12-foot through lanes, a 12-foot left-turn lane,
two eight-foot shoulders, and two four-foot sidewalks. The project will be responsible for providing
ultimate right-of-way on Bowker Road (both sides) along the project frontage. With the ultimate re-
aligned curvature, the total right-of-way will be 126 feet.

Phase 2 ~ Ultimate Condition

Development of Phase 2 will require the City of Calexico and Caltrans to enter into an agreement or
memorandum of understanding for the construction and widening of the SR-98 at Bowker Road
intersection and/or construction of the SR-98 at Jade Avenue intetsection.
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III. ENVIRONMENTAIL ANALYSIS

This section evaluates potential traffic, biological, and cultural impacts that could result with the revised
roadway itnprovements.

A. TRAFFIC AND ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS

This section is based on findings and conclusions contained in the document entitled, “Traffic Study for
Venezia Mixed Use Development”, prepared by Darnell and Associates, in April 2008,

The taffic study estimated that the overall project will be constructed in two phases. Phase 1, which is
projected for completion by the Year 2015, will construct 249 single-family residences and 44,000 sf. of
commercial uses. Phase 2, which is projected to the Year 2035, will construct another 83,000 sf of
commescial uses. The teaffic study evaluated traffic impacts resulting with these proposed land uses to be
constructed with each of the two phases and those roadway improvements required to scrve these land
uses, according to the following scenarios:

Existing Conditions Plus Project Roadway Operations
Txisting Conditions Plus Project Intersection Operations

Year 2015 (Without Jade Street} Roadway Segment Operations
Year 2015 {(Without Jade Street) Intersection Operatiosis

Year 2015 (With Jade Street) Roadway Segment Operations
Year 2015 (With Jade Street) Intersection Operations

Yeat 2035 Roadway Segment Operations

Year 2035 Intersection Operations

o ©

® @ 6 © @

Impacts were quantified and evaluated according to the County’s Congestion Management Progratn
{CMP) tequitements and levels of service for each studied roadway segment and intersection. Key
roadway seginents that wete evaluated included Bowker Road and SR-98. Key intersections that were
evaluated included SR-98 at Meadows Road; SR-98 at Riveria Road; and SR-98 at Bowker Road.

Regarding the CMP, approval of Proposition 111 in 1990, required each County to evaluate
transpottation and traffic impacts of large projects on the regional transpostation system according to
specified criteria that was based on trip generation potential. The criteria or thteshold utilized by the
County of Imperial is 2,400 average daily vehicle trips or 200 peak hour ttips. ‘The traffic study caleulated
that the project would generate approximately 12,650 new total daily trips. Therefore, the traffic study
was prepated in accordance with County CMP procedures and requirements.

Levels of service {LOS) is the professional standard by which the operating conditions of a particular
roadway segment or intetsection are measured. Levels of service are defined on a scale of LOS A to LOS
. LOS A reptesents the best operating conditions, while LOS F represents the worst conditions. The
City of Calexico typically accepts LOS C as the standard for determining whether a particular roadway or
intersection is operating at an acceptable level. However, the City will also accept LOS DD at roadway
segments if the intersections along the segment operate at LOS D or better during peak hours.
Accordingly, the traffic study utilized a standard of LOS D when determining if the project’s traffic
genetation would significantly impact a particular roadway or intersection.

The following summatizes conclusions from the traffic study regarding project impacts on key roadways
and_intersections. according to. the aforementioned scenatios, Please refer. to. the. traffic study which
ptovides the quantitative analyses of each studied roadway segment and intessection. Compliance with
those mitigation teasures contained in the following sections ensuge that potential traffic-related impacts
will be reduced to levels of insignificance.

e [Existing Conditions Plus Project Roadway Operations: The traffic study concluded that at
ultitnate buildout, the project will genemte approximately 12,650 average daily trips (606 trips and

10
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1,265 trips during motning and afternoon peak houss, respectively) and that all roadway segments
will operate at acceptable levels of service.

Existing Conditions Plus Project Intessection Operatigns: The traffic study concluded that all

analyzed intersections will operate at acceprable levels of service, except for SR-98 at Bowker Road.

r 2015 (Without Jade Street) Roadw ent Operations: The traffic study concluded
that deficiencies will result at the following roadway segments: SR-98, west of Meadows Road (Phase
1 and Total Project) and Bowker Road from SR-98 to the project’s access (Total Project only). To
mitigate the analyzed deficiencies, the traffic study recommended installation of a traffic signal at SR-
98 and Bowker Road, ptiot to ultimate buildout of the project. Roadways will operate at acceptable
levels with this mitigation measure.

Year 2015 (Without Jade Surcet) Intersection Operations: 'The traffic study concluded that

deficiencies will result at the following intersections: SR-98 at Bowker Road (Phase 1 and Total
Project) and Bowker Road at the project’s access (Phase 1 and Total Project). To mitigate the
analyzed deficiencies, the traffic study recommended that the aforementioned traffic signal at SR-98
and Bowker Road be installed prior to ultimate buildout of the project. Intersections will operate at
acceptable levels with this mitigation measure.

Year 2015 (With Jade Street) Roadw ent Operations: The traffic study concluded that
deficiencies will result at SR-98, west of Meadows Road (Phase 1 and Total Project). To mitigate the
analyzed deficiencies, the teaffic study recommended that traffic signals be installed at the SR-
98/Bowker Road and Bowker Road/project access connections with Jade Street, prior to ultimate
buildout of the project. Two new intersections wilk also be created, including Jade Street at SR-98 and
Jade Street at Bowker Road. Both these intersections will requite traffic signals to access SR-98.
Roadways will operate at acceptable Jevels with these improvements.

Year 2015 (With Jade Street) Intersection Operations: The traffic study concluded that all

intersections will operate at acceptable levels with the aforementioned improvements.

Year 2035 Roadway Segment Operations: The traffic study concluded that deficiencies will result
at SR-98, west of Meadows Road. Mitigation measures are recommended by the traffic study to
alleviate any deficiencies, as discussed in the following section.

Year 2035 Inicrsection Operations: The traffic study concluded that deficiencies will result at the
intetsections of SR-98 at Meadows Road, Bowker Road, and Jade. Mitigation measutes are
recommended by the traffic study to alleviate any deficiencies, as discussed in the following section.

Mitigation Measures .

As discussed, because the neighboring CM Ranch’s project approvals and its roadway improvements
wete revoked by the City, those traffic mitigation measures contained in the original 2005 MND likewise,
required amendment. This section lists those traffic mitigation measures that were approved with the
otiginal 2005 MND; those mitigation measures that were recommended in the 2008 Darnell traffic study;
and those mitigation measures that are now required by the City Engincer. Those mitigation measures
pow requited by the City Engineer considered those mitigation measures recommended in the 2008
Darnell traffic study and replaces those mitigation measures recommended in the otiginal 2005 MND.
Those mitigation measures required by the City Engineer considered findings and recommendations
from the Datnell tfaffic study and ate now considered the project’s mitigation measures that are
necessaty to reduce any potential traffic-related irnpact to a level of insignificance.

Mitigation Measures From Original 2005 MND

(-]

Meadows o Bowker: Cumulative - Widen to classification of a State Highway with 6 lanes.
(Alternatives 1 & 2),
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Bowket, Cole to 8R98; Direct - Widen to nltimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Bowker, Cole to SR98; Cumulative - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Bowker, South of SR98: Direct - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-Janes. (Alrernatives 1 & 2).

Bowket, South of SR98: Cumulative - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

Jade, SR 98 to Bowker Road: Direct - Construct 84-foor R/W with a 96-foor R/W at Hwy 98
intersection. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

Jade, SR 98 to Bowker Road: Cumulative - Construct as afour lane street with a center two way
left tutn lane. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR98@). Meadows /Andtade: Cumulative - Add eastbound/westbound through lanes, northbound
left, northbound right, and southbound right. (Altetnatives 1 & 2) No R/W is available for traffic
lane addition. Other mitigating alternatives would be to upgrade existing signal with overlapped SB
tight-turn signal phasing and improved timings.

SR98 @ E. Rivera: Short Term — Signalize (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR98 @ E. Rivera: Cumulative - Signalize and add additional cast/west through lanes. (Alternatives
1 & 2) In addition, add a second westbound left-turn lane.

SR98 @ E. Rivera; Future - Add eastbound right lane. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR98 @ Jade: Direct - Signalize and construct south leg of the intersection with ultimate 4-lane
configuration. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SRI8 @ Jade: Short Term - Signalize & with ultimate 4-lane configuration. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR98 @ Jade: Cumulative - Signalize and construct south leg of the intersection with ultimate 4-
lane configuration. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR98 @ Jade: Future - Add eastbound right and westbound right, lanes. (Alternative 1).
SR98 @, Project Access: Direct - Construct as one lane of ingress right turn only (Alternative 1)

SR98 @ Bowker; Direct — Signalize and construct ultimate intersection lane configurations
(Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR98 @ Bowker: Short Term — Signalize and construct ultimate intersection lane configurations
(Alternatives 1 & 2),

SR98 (@ Bowker: Cumulative - Signalize and construct ultimate intersection lane configurations
(Alternatives 1 & 2).

SRI8 (@ Bowker: Future - Construct ultimate intersection lane configurations (Alternatives 1 & 2).

Jade (@ Project Access: Direct - Construct as one lane of ingress, one lane of egtess, stop
controlled on the access approach (Alternatives 1 & 2).

Jade @ Project Access: Cumulative - Construct as one lane of ingress, one lane, of egress, stop
controlled on the access approach (Alternatives 1 & 2).
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[ade (@ Project Access: Future — Signalize (Alternatives 1 & 2).

Jade @ Bowker: Direct - Construct south leg of the intersection as AWSC, eastbound (Alternatives
1& 2).

Jade @ Bowker: Cumulative — Signalize (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Jade @ Bowker: Future ~ Signalize (Alternatives 1 & 2).

Bowker @, Project Access: Direct - Construct east and west legs of intersection and as all way stop
controlled (Alternatives 1 & 2),

Bowicer @ Project Access: Short Term - Construct east and west legs of intersection and as all way
stop controlled (Alternative 1). ‘

Project Access: Short Term - Construct east and west legs of intersection and as afl way
stop controlled (Alternative 2).

Bowker @ Project Access: Cumulative - Construct east and west legs of intersection, signalize
(Alternatives 1 & 2).

Mitigation Measures From Darnell and Associates’ 2008 Traffic Study

®

L

L]

isti Proj Phase 1

Provide a traffic signal at SR-98/Bowker Road.
Provide ultimate half-width right-of-way on SR-98 along the project frontage.

Provide ultimate half-width right-of-way on Bowker Road (both sides) along the project frontage.

Year 2015 Plus Project (Phase 1)

L:

L

Provide a traffic signal at Bowker Road/Project Access.

Pay fair-share and/or pay into a traffic mitigation fee program established by the City for
improvements along SR-98, west of Meadows Road.

Year 2035 Plus Project

&

Contribute its fair-shate to coordinate traffic signals along SR-98.

SR-98/Bowker Road Interim Condition

The intersection of Bowker Road at SR-98 shall be re-aligned to reduce the existing skew angle to the
minitmum value allowed in the Highway Design Manual (75 degrees) to provide adequate sight
distance from the intersection.

Install a left-turn channelization for both directions on Bowket Road and an additional right-tarn

channelization for eastbound SR-98.

Mitigation Measures Now Reguired by the City Engineer

a.

SR-98, Meadows to Bowker: Cumulative - Applicant/Developer shall contribute a fair share
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payment of 5.03% to widen to classification of a State Highway with 6 lanes (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Bowker, Cole to SR98: Direct - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Bowker, Cole to SR98: Cumulative - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Bowker, South of SR98; Direct - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).
Bowker, South of SR98; Cumulative - Widen to ultimate R/W with 4-lanes. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR-98/Bowket Road Intetim Intersection and Segments: The project has a direct impact and is
responsible for installing the traffic signal, widen Hwy 98 with accel and decel lanes, and the Bowler
Road roadway width within a 60 fect R/W width geomettic. The project is responsible for providing
ultimate half-width right of way on SR-98 along their project frontage, and is responsible for
providing ultimate tight of way on Bowker Road (both sides) along their project frontage based on
the Ultimate Geometric as per pnor approval The proposed intetim improvements also include
installation of a traffic signal at the intersection (warrants in Traffic Repozt), left turn channelization
for both directions on Bowket Road, and the addition of right turn channelization for eastbound SR-
98. Left turn channelization is alteady in place on SR-98 at the intersection. :

State Route SR-98 west of Meadows: State Route 98 west of Meadows demonstrates LOS D for

“the year 2015 condition. This segment is ultimately a Highway designation. 'The project is part of

the need for these improvemments and will pay their fair share and/or pay into a traffic mitigation fee
ptogram established by the City if Calexico. Fees shall be pay at the rate of $12.00 per Project ADT.

SR-98(@ Meadows/Andrade: Cumulative - Add eastbound/westbound through lanes, northbound
left, northbound right, and southbound right. (Alternatives 1 & 2) No R/W is available for traffic
lane addition. Other mitigating alternative would be to upgrade existing signal with overlapped SB
right-turn signal phasings and improved timings.

SR-98 @ E. Rivera: Shott Tetin — Signalize Fair Share of 5.03% (Alternatives 1 & 2).
SR-98 ivera; Cumulative - Signalize and add additional east/west through lanecs.

(Alternatives 1 & 2). In addition, add a second westbound left-tum lane.
SR-98 @ E. Rivera: Future - Add eastbound right lane. (Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR-98 @ Bowkes: Direct — Signalize and construct ultimate intersection lane configurations.
(Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR-98 (@ Bowker: Short Term -~ Signalize and construct ultimate intersection Jane configurations.
(Alternatives 1 & 2).

SR-98 @ Bowker: Cumulative - Signalize and construct ultimate intersection lane configurations.
{Alternatives 1 & 2}.

SR-98 @ Bowker: Futute - Construct ultimate intersection lane configurations (Alternatives 1 &
2).

Bowker @ Project Access; Direct - Construct east and west legs of intersection and as all way stop
conirolled. (Aliernatives 1 & 2). h

Bowket (@ Project Access; Short Term - Construct east and west legs of intersection and as all way
stop controlled. (Alternative 1).

14
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i. Bowker @ Project Access: Short Term - Construct east and west legs of intersection and as all way
stop controlled, (Alternative 2).

s. Bowker @ Project Access; Cumulative - Construct east and west legs of intetsection, signalize.
(Alternatives 1 & 2).

The City Engineer also required project compliance with Table 1, which presents the project’s
contribution to the Bowker Road at SR-98 re-alignment improvements. This cost estimate was based on
the City Engineer’s calculation of trip generation information as presented in Table 2.

. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Caltrans tequested that the City assess whether biclogical sesources are Jocated along SR-98 that would
be covered by any future Encroachment Permit application. This section is based on findings and
conclusions contained in the document entitled, “Tierrasanta Highway Improvement Project Western
Burrowing Owl Survey Calexico, California”, prepared by HIDR Engincering, in April 2006 {(Appendix

B). HDR also prepared a May 25, 2007 letter that summarized findings from the burrowing owl survey,
© 'This letter is included in this document as Appendix D.

In its summary letter, HDR concluded the following:

& The sutvey boundary was delineated along SR-98, with a 150-meter wide buffer on both sides and
extending between Meadows Road and Bowker Road (Please refer to Figure 4 for Survey Area).

» Vegetation Communities: The survey area supported agriculture, ruderal, and arrow-weed scrub
vegetation communities, 25 well as disturbed and developed features such as canals, irtigation ditches,
dirt roads, and residential developroent. The majority of the survey area was under agricultural
cultivation, Bermuda grasses and Sudan grasses were the crops remaining in the fields. Ruderal
vegetation was found primarily along the roadside and edges of the agricultural fields and within the
smaller irrigation canals. Artow-weed scrub was found along the banks of the All-American Canal

o  Wildlife Movement Cortidor: HDR concluded that the survey area “does not curtenily provide for
future protection of wildlife movement cortidors and linkages. The project site does not currently
function as a wildlife cortidor or linkage based on the current conditions of high volume vebicle
traffic, surrounding rapid development, habitat distutbance and degradation, human presence
(residential), and agricultural practices.”

s Sensitive Botanical and Zoological Species: HDR looked for the mud nama, Abram’s spurge,
mountain plover, and various raptor species. No sensitive species were observed, except for the
Western Burrowing Owl,

e  Western Burrowing Owl: HDR conducted a baseline biological survey and a burtowing owl habitat
assessment and survey on March 27, 28, 29, and 30, 2006 according to Guidelines presented in the
California Department of Fish and Game staff report and the Burrowing Owl Consortium. HDR
concluded that the sutvey area did not support any active burrows. However, two active burrows
which provided nesting habitat for two pairs wete found within the 150-meter buffer. In addition,
six paits and one single owl were observed inhabiting seven burrows outside the survey area. HDR
concluded that “No direct impacts to biological resources associated with the proposed project are
identified pursuant to CEQA. No active burrowing owl burrows are found within the project site.”
HDR- did conclude that the two paits-of owls could be impacted by construction activities: - HDR
recommended mitigation measutes to alleviate potential impacts to the buttowing owl. HDR
concluded that with mitigation rmeasures, potential impacts to biclogical resources would be reduced
to “below a level of significance.”
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Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measutes ate required to ensure that potential biological impacts will not result
within those areas along SR-98 that will be covered by any foture Caltrans Encroachment Permir.

a. The project applicant shall accornplish the following;

e Retain an experienced and qualified biologist to conduct a pre-construction sutvey pursuant to
CDYG protocols to ensure that any owls that may be occupying the survey area ate identified.
The pre-construction sutvey shall be performed within 30 days prior to start of construction.
Should western burrowing owls be present, no take of an active nest will be permitted. CDFG
shall be contacted and consulted to determine potential compensatory mitigation (passive
relocation or mitigation bank).

s Fstablish a 75-meter (250-foot) no-construction buffer between onsite construction and
peripheral nesting pairs with burrows from Februaty 1 to August 31.

& Retain a biologist to monitor construction to ensute that no burrowing owls begin to nest once
the ground is disturbed and no owls nest in construction material  Any materials that could
attract nesting owls shall be covered.

o With City input, determine which of the following mitigation measures would be appropriate to
alleviate impacts to any onsite owls: passive relocation; establishing a mitigation bank, or paying
into an approved mitigation bank.

CULTURAL RESOURCES

This section is based on findings and conclusions contained in the document entitled, “Archacological
Survey Report”, prepared by Harris Archaeological Consultants, in April 2006 (Appendix C). HDR also
plepared a May 25, 2007 letter that summarized findings from the a.tchaeologica] survey report. ‘This
letter is included in this document as Appendix ID.

The following summarizes findings and conclusions from the archaeological survey report:

» Records Search: There were no prehistoric or historic archaeclogical sites, or historic propertics
identified within the survey area.

e No prehistoric archaeological sites were identified within a one-mile radius of the survey area.

8 There were four historic archaeological sites (P-13-6906H, CM Ranch; -7130, All American Canal; -
7667, Briar Canal; and -8879, trash scatter) and five historic properties identified within a one-mile
radius of the survey area.

o  Archaeological Survey: ‘There were no prehistoric ot historic cultural resources identified within
the survey area.

e One historic trash scatter (CA-IMP-8879) was identified within 40 meters of the survey area.

The archaeological survey report concluded that cultural resources were not located within the survey
atea. There would be no significant impacts. However, HDR recommended a mitigation measute to
further ensure that potential impacts would not result with the project.

Mitigation ASULES
The following mitigation measures are required to ensure that potential cultural impacts will not result

within those areas along SR-98 that will be covered by any future Caltrans Encroachment Permit.
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a.  If buried cultural resources are encountered during construction, it is Caltrans policy that work in
that area must halt until a qualified archacologist can evaluate the nature and significance of the find.
If human remains are unearthed during construction, State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5
states that no further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made the necessary
findings as to the origin and disposition of the remains pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
5097.98. In either instance, Caltrans District 11, Envitonmental Division, Cultural Studies Branch
will immediately be notified.

1V. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

The following are Mandatory Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of the CEQA
Guidelines. These findings apply to environmental impacts resulting with the Venezia project’s revised and
readjusted roadway improvement plans. Refer to the original 2005 MND for those mandatory findings of
significance made for the overall Venezia project and its proposed land uses.

a)

b)

d)

Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number ot
restrict the tange of a raze or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the
major petiods of California history or prehistary? Than Significant Impact Wi itigation
Measures

The documents entitled, “Tietrasanta Highway Improvement Project Western Burrowing Owl Survey
Calexico, California”, prepated by HDR Engineering, in Aptil 2006 and “Archaeological Survey Report”,
prepared by Hartis Archacological Consultants, in April 2006 concluded that potential biological and/or
cultural impacts will pot result within those areas along SR-98 to be covered by any future Caltrans
Encroachment Permit with mitigation measutes.

Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term environmental goals to the

disadvantage of long-tesm envitonmental goals? Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation

The documents entitled, “lierrasanta Highway Improvement Project Western Burrowing Owl Survey
Calexico, California”, prepated by HDR Engineering, in Apzil 2006; “Archacological Survey Report”,
prepared by Hairis Archaeological Consultants, in April 2006; and “Tratfic Study for Venezia Mixed Use
Development”, ptepared by Dainell and Associates, in Aptil 2008 concluded that the project will not
tesult in any significant short- or long-term impacts with mitigation measures. The project will not
achieve any short-term environmental goal to the disadvantage of long-term environmental goals.

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but camulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects,

and the effects of probable future projects.) Less Than Significant Impact

The documents entitled, “Tierrasanta Highway Improvement Project Western Butrowing Owl Survey
Calexico, California”, ptepared by HDR Engineering, in April 2006; “Archaeclogical Susvey Report”,
prepated by Hatris Archaeological Consultants, in April 2006; and “Traffic Study for Venezia Mixed Use
Development”, prepared by Darnell and Associates, in April 2008 concluded that the project will not
generate any impacts that are individually limited, but will become cumulatively considerable. Significant
cumulative impacts are not expected..

Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or indirectly? Less Than Significant Impact

The proposed project will not result in any potentally significant effects on human beings, either directly
or indirectly. The proposed project will not result in any potentially significant impacts associated with
traffic, biological resources, and/or cultural resources.
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V. PERSONS AND ORGANIZATIONS CONSULTED

This section identifies those persons who prepared or contributed to preparation of this document. This
section is prepared in accordance with Section 15129 of the CEQA Gudelines.

A,

CITY OF CALEXICO ~ LEAD AGENCY

o Armando G. Villa, Development Services Director
e Duane Motita, Planning Consultant

e Tony Wong, City Engineering Consultant

CALTRANS - RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
e Jacob Armstrong

CONSULTANTS

e Bill Darnell, Darnell and Associates, Traffic
¢ Hank Morsis, Darnell and Associates, Traffic
e HDR Engineering, Biology

e  Harris Archacological Consultants, Cultural

VI. REFERENCES

“Mitigated Negative Declaration Venezia, Annexation, General Plan Amendment, Zone Change, and
Tentative Tract Map”, that was prepared by Development Design and Engineering, in 2005.

Appendix A: “Traffic Study for Venezia Mixed Use Development”, prepared by Darnell and Associates,
in April 2008.

Appendix B: “Ifetrasanta Highway Improvement Project Western Burrowing Owl Survey Calexico,
California”, prepared by HDR Engineering, in April 2006.

Appendix C: “Archaeological Sutvey Report”, prepared by Hareis Archaeological Consultants, in April
2006.

Appendix ID:  “Summary Letter - Biological and Cultural Resources”, prepared by HDR, in May 25,
2007.

Originally approved Mitigated Negative Declaration

6.

7.

8.

Volume I - Initial Study and Response to Comments
Volume II - Technical Studies

Volume I1T - Mitigation Monitoring Progtam
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SUPPLEMENTAL MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
City of Calexico

The following Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration is being circulated for public review in accordance with the
California Fnvironmental Quality Act Section 210971 and 21092 of the Public Resources Code,

Project Name: Revised Roadway Improvements For Venezia Project
Project Applicant: City of Calexico -

Project Location: The Venezia project site encompasses approximately 78 acres and is generally rectangular
in shape and is located at the southwest comner of Bowker Road and SR-98. The All American Canal forms the
northern boundary of the project site. Offsite traffic improvements to SR-98 are also required to service the
overall Venezia development and project site.

Descsiption of Project: The otiginal Venezia project and requested discretionary applications wetre apptbved
by the City of Calexico in March 2006 to provide the following uses:

o 249 single-family residences

o Patk facilities and retention basin

Mini-park

Commetcial

Commercial retention basin

Roadway improvements to SR-98, Bowker Road, and Jade Avenue

® ®© ©

2

When Venezia was originally apptoved by the City in 2006, the project was conditioned and required to
provide specific offsite roadway improvements that were predicated upon other roadway improvements to be
constructed by the adjacent CM Ranch. CM Ranch’s project approvals have been recently revoked and
therefore, its roadway improvements will not be constructed. Accordingly, Venezia’s plans for development
and roadway imptovements now require revision and “readjustment”. Venezia roadway improvements ate
now being amended in response to the revocation of CM Ranch’s project approvals and its required roadway
improvements. Presently, the applicant is not proposing any changes to its land use plan for the Venezia
project. This document is prepared to provide the necessary environmental clearance for the readjusted
roadway improvements. In addition, Calteans is a responsible agency to this document, since roadway
improvements to SR-98 ate required to accommodate the Venezia project; future issuance of an
Encroachment Permit will be required by Caltrans.

FINDING

This is to advise that the City of Calexico, acting as the lead agency, has prepared a Supplemental Mitigated
Negative Declaration as authorized and in accordance with Sections 15162 and 15164 of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines.

Support of Finding: The City of Calexico’s revocation of CM Ranch’s project approvals and those roadway
improvements now proposed for the Venezia project are considered a “changed situation™ and “minot
additions or changes”, therefore, it is concluded that the proposed Venezia roadway improvement plans will
not result in any new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified significant effects. When Venezia was originally approved by the City in 2006, the project was
conditioned and required to provide specific roadway improvements that were predicated upon other
roadway improvements to be constructed by CM Ranch. Since CM Ranch’s project approvals have been
tevoked, those required roadway imptovements for CM Ranch will not be constructed. Venezia’s plans for
roadway improvements, therefore, now require revision. Those revised Venezia roadway improvements
described in this document are proposed in tesponse to the revocation of CM Ranch’s project approvals and
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its required roadway improvements. 'Those aforementioned “changed situadon” and “minor additions or
changes” are not considered “substantial”, ‘T'he Venezia applicant is not proposing any land use chapges to
their project. Instead, the applicant is metely “readjusting” its roadway improvement plans to better serve the
Venezia project, since CM Ranch will no longer be constructed. Therefore, it is concluded that a Subsequent
Mitigated Negative Declatation is not required. Instead a Supplement to the otiginal Mitigated Negative
Declaration will be prepared. Those revised Venezia roadway improvements described in this document are
considered “minor additions or changes” to the original Venezia plans and therefore, preparation of a
Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration is deemed appropriate to environmentally clear the revised
Venegzia roadway improvement plans. CEQA provides authotity for the Supplement to only address and
evaluate those specific envitonmental impacts and changes resulting with the revised Venezia roadway
improvements. All other evaluations of resultant environmental impacts associated with the Venezia project
would continue to be provided with the original Mitigated Negative Declaration that was approved by the
City in 2006.

If adopted, the Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declatation means that an Eavitonmental Impact Report
will not be required. Reasons to support this finding are provided in preceding paragraph. The project file
- and all related documents are available for review at the City of Calexico, Planning Division, 608 Heber

. Avenue, Calexico CA 92231 (760) 768-2105.

NOTICE

The public is invited to comment on the proposed Negative Declaration duting the review period.

5.23-08 ‘

Date of Determination Armando G. Villa, Development Setrvices Ditector
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APPENDIX A
TRAFFIC STUDY
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APPENDIX B
BIOLOGY STUDY
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APPENDIX C
CULTURAL STUDY
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APPENDIX D
HDR SUMMARY LETTER
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APPENDICES (attached on CD pdf format)

Appendix A: “T'raffic Study for Venezia Mixed Use Development”, prepated by Darnell and Associates,
in April 2008,

Appendix B:  “Tierrasanta Highway Improvement Project Western Butrowing Owl Survey Calexico,
California”, prepared by ITDR Engineering, in April 2000.

Appendix C: “Archacological Survey Report”, prepared by Harris Archacological Consultants, in April
2006.

Appendix ID: “Summary Letter — Biological and Cultural Resoutces”, prepared by HDR, in May 25,
2007.

Originally Approved Mitigated Negative Declatation for Reference
e  Volume I - Initial Study and Response to Comments
&  Volume II - Technical Studies

s Volume III - Mitigation Monitoring Program



